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PREFATORY NOTE. 

Thb following record of this celebrated trial, based upon a 
careful collation of contemporary reports, will, it is hoped, be 
found more complete and accurate than those hitherto 
obtainable. The Editor would here gratefully acknowledge the 
facilities which have been afforded him in its preparation by 
the following gentlemen: — ^The Right Honourable Lord Toung, 
who has favoured the Editor by revising his address to the jury 
aa Solicitor-General; Sir Henry D. Littlejohn, M.D., and Sir 
William Tennant Gairdner, K.C.B., who have been good enough 
to revise the evidence given by them at the trial; and Dr. 
Henry M. Giurch, Edinburgh, who has kindly read the proof- 
sheets of the medical and chemical evidence adduced in the 



For leave to photograph and publish the portrait of the late 
Lord President Inglia as Lord Justice-Clerk, by Sir Francis 
Grant, the Editor has to acknowledge the kind permission of 
Mr. H. Herbert Inglis, W.S. For permission to reproduce the 
contempoFary portraits of Lord Toung and the late Lord 
Butherfurd Clark, he has to thank the kindness of Mr. Henry 
A. Young, Advocate, and Mr. T. Rutherfurd Clark, Advocate. 

W. R. 



iSiONBT Library, Edinbuhoh, 
February, 1906. 
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DR. PRITCHARD. 



INTRODUCTION. 

In the notable series of evil and forbidding portraits which forms 
our national picture-gallery of crime^ the sinister presentment 
of Dr. Pritchard is entitled to an eminent place. \ Compre- 
hensive as that collection^ unhappily, is^t exhibits no more 
infamous example of unfeeling cruelty, masked by crafiy dis- 
simulation, in the relentless pursuit of a deadly purpose. The 
secret poisoner is the most dangerous of malefactors ; and he is 
specially to be dreaded when, as here, he prosecutes his subtle 
design in the two-fold disguise of loving relative and assiduous 
physician. The relation that existed between the perpetrator 
and his hapless victims — ^tbe one hia wife, the other her mother 
— ^the affectionate terms upon which they lived; the terrible 
suffering, which, in the case of the former, it was part of his 
nefarious scheme to produce and continue during long and 
painful weeks; and the fact that these two confiding women, 
in their dire necessity, relied for help upon the very hand that 
was mercilessly raised against their lives, combine to make this 
offence one of the blackest recorded in the annals of crime. 

The case of Dr. Pritchard, while lacking those elements of 
romance and mystery which give to that of Madeleine Smith 
its unique attraction, affords a psychological problem of much 
interest, and presents many curious and striking features to 
the student of criminal anthropology. No other trial of the 
period-— excepting the celebrated Rugeley case, with which it 
has many points in common, suggesting that Pritchard had 
studied and improved upon the experience of Palmer-— excited 
more widespread attention, not only among members of the 
medical profession, but also of the general public throughout 
the United Kingdom. '' The scene of the double tragedy," in 
the words of the Lord Justice-Clerk, " is all confined within the 
four walls of the dwelling-house in Sauchiehall Street," and but 
forty years have elapsed since the curtain fell upon that sorry 
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Dr. Pritchard. . 

drama of domestic treachery and sin ; jet only in the darkest 
times of medieval intrigue, when poisoning was reduced to a 
fine art and practised as a lucrative profession, can we find a 
parallel to the monstrous nature of its plot and the cynical 
hypocrisy of its guilty author. 

Edward William Pritchard was the son of John White 
Pritchard, a captain in the Royal Navy, and was bom at 
Southsea, Hampshire, on 6th December, 1825. After going 
through the usual preliminary education, he was apprenticed, in 
September, 1840, to Messrs. Edward John and Charles Henry 
Scott, surgeons of considerable practice in Portsmouth. During 
his apprenticeship, it is stated that he diligently studied the 
el^nentary branches of hie profession, and conducted himself 
with propriety. There is considerable uncertainty with regard 
to the next step in his career. One account states that, on 
completing his apprenticeship, he proceeded to London, and 
entered on his hospital studies at King's College in October, 
1843 ; but the officials of that institution denied that there was 
any foundation for the statement, which appears to have been 
based on the entry relating to Dr. Pritchard in the Medical 
Directory, which, in turn, probably depended on his own 
veracious authority. A contemporary writer remarks, ** What- 
ever the extent of his medical education, and however it may 
have been acquired, it appears that the doctor's application to 
study was never remarkable; for all competent judges sub- 
sequently agreed in pronouncing him the shallowest of sciolists, 
so far as knowledge of his profession was concerned." 

Dr. Pritchard seems from the first to have been destined for 
the naval service, in which several of his relatives are said to 
have held high rank. Two of his uncles are stated to have 
been admirals, one of his brothers, Francis Bowen Pritchard, 
was a surgeon in the Navy, and another, Charles Augustus 
Pritchard, acted as secretary to the Naval Commander-in-chiel 
at Plymouth. Pritchard memorialised the authorities of the 
College of Surgeons to be allowed to offer himself for examina- 
tion at an earlier period than was at that time permitted; 
and his application having been granted, he appeared before 
the Court of Examiners on 29th May, 1846, and, after the usual 
examination, was admitted a member of the College. He 
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Intxoduction. 

underwent an examinatiofi before the Navy Board, wae dulj 
gazetted an aasntant eurgeon in Her Majesty's Nary, and 
joined H.M.S. Victory on 2nd November, 1846. In tiiis 
d^Mkcity Pritchard made voyages to the Pacific and Northern 
Ooeans and the Mediterranean, during which period he held 
the following commissions of service: — ^H.M.S. Collingwood^ 
24th December, 1846; H.M.S. Calypso, 20th March, 1848; 
H.M.S. Asia, 13th February, 1850; and lastly H.M.S. Hecate, 4 
25th September, 1850. - 

It was, it is stated, while serving in the last-mentioned vessel I 
on the home station, that Dr. Pritchard first met the lady who 
afterwards became his wife. ^ Miss Mary Jane Taylor was the 
only daughter of Mr. Michael Taylor, a highly respected silk 
merchant, who resided in Edinburgh. The young lady was 
at the time staying with her maternal uncle, Dr. David Cowan, 
a retired naval surgeon, who had settled in Portsmouth. 
During her visit, the Hecate came into port, and at a ball 
which took place shortly afterwards, she was introduced to her 
future husband and destroyer. Hie young surgeon comm^iced 
to pay his addresses, and when he subsequently asked her to 
become his wife, Miss Taylor accepted him with the full approval 
of her relatives. The marriage took place in the autumn of 
1850, but for some time the young couple were compelled to 
live much apart. The husband was not possessed of sufficient 
means to leave the service and provide his wife with a home. 
He therefore continued to cruise with the Hecate, while Mrs. 
Pritchard returned to her father's house in Edinburgh. 

Meanwhile his wife's relations were endeavouring to secure 
for Dr. Pritchard some suitable opening on shore as a private 
practitioner. Such an opportunity was found at Hunmanby, 
in Yorkshire ; and in March, 1851, he resigned the service and 
commenced practice in that place, where he and Mrs. Pritchard 
first took up house. Shortly after settling at Hunmanby, 
Dr. Pritchard opened a branch in the neighbouring town of 
Filey, then a rising watering-place, and was appointed medical 
officer of the No. 3 district of the Bridlington Union. During 
his residence there, he published various books on subjects 
connected with the locality, and contributed articles to medical 
and other journals. 

With reference to this period of hie career, the f<^owing 
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extract from the Sheffield Telegraph, published shortlj after 
the trial, is of considerable mtereet: — "Dr. Pritchard, the 
poisoner, is well known at Hunmanbj and Filey, where he 
practised before his removal to Glasgow. He left those places 
with a very indifferent reputation. He was fluent, plausible, 
amorous, politely impudent, and singularly untruthful. One 
who knew him well at Filey, describes him as the 'prettiest 
liar ' he ever met with. He pushed his way into publicity as 
a prominent member of the body of Freemasons, and made that 
body a means of advertising himself. In the earte-de-vinte 
we have seen of him he is taken in the insignia of the order. 
His amativeness led him into some amours that did not increase 
the public confidence in him as a professional man ; and his 
unveracity became so notorious that, in his attempts to deceive 
others, he succeeded only in deceiving himself. Hunmanby 
and Fil^ were much too small for a man of that kind. He 
was soon found out. His imagination overran the limits of 
probability, as much as his expenditure overran his means; 
and, if we are rightly informed, he left Yorkshire in discredit 
and in debt. It was said of him after he had gone, that he 
spoke the truth only by accident, and seemed to be an 
improvisor of fiction by mental constitution and by habit." 
Other contemporary local journals comment upon his menda- 
cious character and doubtfiil reputation during his residence in 
Yorkshire, which appears to have extended over a period of 
about six years. 

In 1857 Dr. Pritchard purchased the diploma of Doctor of 
Medicine in absentia from the University of Erlangen. He also 
became a Licentiate of the Society of Apothecaries ot London 
on Ist April, 1858. Having sold his practice in Yorkshire, 
he accepted an oRer to act as medical attendant to a gentlep^an 
travelling abroad; and in the autumn of 1859 he left England 
and visited Egypt and the Holy Land, his wife, meanwhile, 
going back to her parents' house in Edinburgh. 

When Dr. Pritchard returned from his travels, in June, 1860, 
it was decided that he should recommence practice in Glasgow, 
and he shortly thereafter took up house with his wife and family 
at No. 11 Berkeley Terrace there. From his first appearance 
among them, his medical brethren of that city seem to have 
regarded him with suspicion and dislike. To some <^ these 
i8 
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Introduction* 

he brought letters of introduotion ; but the statements he made 
as to hia previous career and exploits were so manifestly fake 
that they considered him a person unworthy of credit, and 
one with whom they desired no further acquaintance. Like hifl 
more celebrated profesnonal prototype, " Dr. Fell/' he appears 
to have inspired in many of those with whom he came in 
contact an unaccountable feeling of repulsion, notwithstanding 
the plausibility of his manners and his indefatigable desire to 
please. He made several attempts to gain admittance to the 
Faculty of Physicians and Surgeons, but was unable to find a 
Fellow to undertake the responsibility of proposing him. In 
his application for membership of the various medical societies, 
where the only qualifications requisite were the possession of 
a diploma and a respectable character, he was equally unsuccess- 
ful. He is said to have been grossly ignorant of his profession, 
while daring and reckless in its practice. Notwithstanding the 
coldness with which he was treated by his medical confreres, 
in October, 1860, he applied for the then vacant Chair of 
Surgery at the Andersonian University, alleging in his applica- 
tion that he had had " many opportunities, in almost every part 
of the world, of gaining practical experience, and promulgating 
the principles of modem surgery." In support of his 
candidature, he submitted numerous testimonials from well- 
known medical men in England, regarding the genuineness of 
which there was considerable dubiety. His application was, 
however, unsuccessful, the appointment being given to Dr. 
Macleod. 

Disappointed in obtaining the goodwill and support of the 
profession. Dr. Pritchard now directed his efforts to win a 
more general popularity. He became a member of the Glasgow 
Athenssum, in the affairs of which he apparently took a lively 
interest; and was subsequently appointed a director of that 
institution and also an examiner in physiology under the 
Society of Arts. With a view to attracting public attention, 
he gave several lectures on various popiilar subjects, chiefiy 
connected with his travels. A sentence from one of these, 
dealing with his adventures abroad — ^with him a frequent and 
favourite theme — has been preserved, and indicates the some- 
what startling peculiarities of the lecturer's style : — " I have 
plucked the eaglets from their eyries in the deserts of Arabia, 
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and hunted the Nubian lion in the prairies of North America.'^ 
Another tc^ic upon which he often discoursed was that of the 
Fiji Islands; but it was unfortunately ascertained — ^whatever 
may have been the extent of his knowledge of that interesting 
group — ^that the public accounts he gave of them were never 
twice the same. Dr. Pritchard was also wont to boast of an 
acquaintanceship with Garibaldi, of whom it was his custom 
to speak with fervent enthusiasm. In proof of his intimacy 
with that celebrated patriot it is said thi^ having been absent 
from Glasgow for some time, he, on his return, exhibited to his 
friends a handsome walking stick, bearing the inscription — 
" Presented by General Garibaldi to Edward William Pritchard.'' 
One gentleman, however, on being shown this valuable souvenir, 
at once recognised it as a stick which he had formerly seen 
in the doctor's possession, but without the interesting inscrip- 
tion. On another occasion Dr. Pritchard caused his health to 
be proposed at a dinner, given in connection with the Glasgow 
Athenaeum, as that of "a distinguished physiologist, and a 
friend of Garibaldi." These are typical instances of the 
doctor's astonishing mendacity, his friendship with the Liberator 
of Italy being, it is understood, entirely apocryphal. 

In furtherance of his scheme, Dr. Pritchard at this time 
became a Freemason, and assiduously cultivated the acquaint- 
ance oi the local brethren. On 18th March, 1861, he was 
appointed to the Lodge St. Mark, of which he was elected 
Master in the following year ; and he was admitted a member 
of the Glasgow Royal Arch Chapter on 4th December, 1861. 
In the same month he became a Knight Templar in the Glasgow 
Priory, and also joined the Grand Lodge of the Royal Order at 
Edinburgh. His fine appearance and insinuating manners are 
said for a short period to have won him a high place in the 
estimate of his Masonic brethren; but it was soon discovered 
that his enthusiasm and seal proceeded solely from interest^ 
motives, and as such were, of course, fundamentally opposed 
to the principles of Freemasonry. 

A singular and suggestive method by which Dr. Pritchard is 
said to have courted that notoriety for which, throughout 
his whole career, he exhibited an inordinate craving, was by 
having copies of his photograph printed off in large numbers, 
and supplying these at less than cost price to local stationers 
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for nle. He wtm also in die habit of dietribuiiii^ eopies freely 
among cmmul aoquaintaDoee ; a cunous insteaee of which is 
raoorded in the omo of the gentleman with whom he happened 
to travel to Glasgow on the evening of his arreet and to whom 
he presented one, which must, in the lig^t of subsequent events, 
have proved an interesting souvenir. 

The following description of the personal appearance and 
characteristics of Dr. Pritdiard at this period of his career is 
taken from a contemporary print: — "As most of our readers 
are no doubt aware, Pritchard was a tallish, well-built man of 
a rather striking presence. His features were regular, the 
fordiead being well arched, and the nose aquiline and slightly 
hooked. The upper part of the head was perfectly bald, but 
this defect he partially concealed by the careful adjustment 
of a lock of his light brown hair. One of the most prominent 
points in his appearance was his beard, idiich he wore very 
long, and on the trimming of which he eridently bestowed 
considerable pains. He dressed neatly, and his manners were 
characterised by an elab<M*ate, studied politeness — ^the very 
perfection, in abort, of the suaviter in modo." Personal vanity, 
and the desire to create a pleasing impression upon those wiih. 
whom he came in contact, appear to have been at all times 
eminently characteristic of the man; and he seems to have 
been so far successful as to have acquired a considerable, 
though not a first-class, practice. It is stated, however, to have 
been a matter of public knowledge^ that Dr. Pritchard took a 
profligate advantage of his professional opportunities to make 
improper attempts upon his lady patients, both married and 
single ; and that one such incident was made the ground of a 
prosecution, which wa» only arrested from adverse circumstances 
overtaking the gentleman whose wife had been grossly 
insulted. 

We now come to the first of those remarkable occurrences 
which were ultimately to secure for Dr. Pritchard the notoriety 
which, by other means, he strenuously sought. On 6th May, 
1863, a paragraph appeared in the newspapers — a copy of which 
wiU be found in the Appendix — setting forth particulars of a 
mysterious fire which took place the previous day at his house 
in Berkeley Terrace, whereby a young servant girl in his 
employment lost her life. It is beyond doubt that, in con- 
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XMotion with his subsequent claim under his fire-insuranoe polioj^ 
Dr. Pritohard returned to the Insuranoe G<Mnpan7, as destroyed, 
certain articles of jewellery, of which no trace could be found 
among the debru; and that on the company resisting this 
claim, he ultimately abandoned it, and accepted a small portion 
of the amount. More uncertainty, however, relates to the part 
played by him in the tragedy of the girl's death. Dr. 
Pritehard was examined by the authorities in connection with 
the affair, and a post-mortem examination of the body took 
place; and though no further action was taken by them, coo- 
siderable suspicion appears to have attached to him at the time, 
which subsequent events went far to confirm. In CMnmenting 
on this occurrence after the trial, a contemporary writer 
observes: — ^"We may pass over certain coincidences as being 
merely curious — ^that, for instance, of Dr. Pritehard coming 
to the door (dressed, it is to be presumed, for there is nothing 
to the contrary in the statement) only after the policeman rang, 
though he admits having been up a considerable time before 
that ; the absence of Mrs. Pritehard and the other maid ; the 
exception on this particular night of his usual act of seeing 
and questioning the servant as to whether he had been wanted ; 
we say nothing of the difficulty of burning a volume of a 
book so as to take away all trace of it; and the insurance is 
too conmion a thing to deserve much attention. But it 
requires a large amount of very easy credulity to believe that 
the girl, under the circumstances stated, woiild either not 
have escaped by the door (only a few feet from the bed), or 
made an attempt in that direction, or at the very worst 
would not in the lie of the body, and in the contraction or 
contortion of the muscles, have exhibited some of the ordinary 
indications of pain. We can easily conceive a case where, 
by the sudden influx from another quarter of a great body of 
smoke, a person in a deep sleep may be so suddenly caught 
by asphyxia as to be choked as she lay, yet even in that case 
there will always be some contraction or contortion; but in 
the case we are examining the smoke had its beginning in the 
room ; it was therefore under the law ot progress, it was close 
by the sleeper, and it is scarcely possible to conceive that a 
young, active woman would not have been quickened by the 
first touch of asphyxia either to an attempt at escape, or a 
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Introduction. 

Tolunlary or involuntary action of the muscles. Such absolute 
quiescence as set forth would seem to amount to a physical 
impossibility. The only presumption which can make the story 
quadrate with natural laws, is that the girl was dead, or under 
the influence of a soporific, before the fire was kindled. As to 
the means of the death, or the hand that applied the flame, 
these must be left to the judgment or imagination of tibe 
reader." Dr. Pritchard's record is, however, sufficiently black 
as i4 16; and, in the absence of direct proof of his guilt, it 
would be unjust to credit, or rather debit, him with this 
additional crime. 

Doubtless in consequence of this unpleasant episode. Dr. 
Pritchard removed at Whitsunday, 1863, to No. 22 Royal 
Crescent; and at that term, the place rendered vacant by the 
death of his former housemaid, was taken by Mary Mlicod, 
a girl of flf teen years of age, whose connection with his establish- 
menl was to prove only less fatal than that of her unhappy 
predecessor. Whatever may have been his relations with the 
latter, we learn from his own confession that he seduced this 
girl, during his wife's absence at the coast, in the summer of 
that year; and the intimacy between them continued, as 
admitted by Mary M'Leod in her evidence at the trial, until 
shortly before Mrs. Pritchard's death in the spring of 1865. 

After remaining for a year at 22 Royal Crescent, Dr. 
Pritchard, at Whitsunday, 1864, removed to a house which he 
had purchased in Clarence Place, then one of the divisions 
of Sauchiehall Street, where he continued to reside during the 
events brought out at his trial, and until the time of his 
arrest. It is interesting to note that this house, situated a 
few doors west from Mains Street, is within a short distance 
of Blythswood Square, celebrated as the residence of Madeleine 
Smith. The agreed-on price was £2000, but £1600 was 
borrowed on security of the property ; and as Mrs. Taylor, his 
mother-in-law, provided a sum of £500 to meet the balance, 
the doctor acquired his new residence upon easy terms. With 
reference to the payment of this sum, Mrs. Taylor wrote to her 
daughter Mrs. Pritchard — "I have told him (the law agent) 
to get the order drawn for the money in two sums, one for 
four hundred pounds and one for one hundred pounds, so as 
Edward may hold the hundred in his own hand and pay the 
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other £400 m part of the purchase-money. I haye done it 
in this way so as these lawyers may not get hold of the whole 
£900, and keep it under some pretence or other. Now, my 
dear Mary, you must take care that this money is well spent. 
We have aU felt the trouble in getting it; and I hare no 
doubt it would be a source of satisfaction to us all if it is the 
means of getting Edward f<Nrward in life, and much depends 
on his going on quietly and perscTeringly — he is now in a 
better position, and with his industrious and steady attention 
to his practice, all will be well. Give him my kind love and 
earnest wishes for success." Notwithstanding the fact that 
his practice appears to have been considerable, he must at this 
time have been in some financial straits, fmr Mrs. Taylor 
writes to him — "Once more let me express the hope that a 
veiy short time will relieye you from all this trouble. I will 
do all I can to push the thing on. My love to Mary and 
the children. Eyer, dear Edward, yours affecty., Jane Taylor." 
It further appears from a letter which that lady wrote to her 
daughter, that the sum she thus advanced was a loan and 
not a gift, as subsequently stated by Dr. Pritchard, for she 
refers to ''the terms on which I have advanced it, namely, 
that I am to have a bond over the property, so as to secure 
the £500 in the event of anything being unfortunate in time 
o(xning." No such security, however, was given at the time; 
but alter Mra Taylor's death, at the request oi her trustees. 
Dr. Pritchard agreed to the loan being eo secured for the 
benefit oi Mrs. Pritchard and her children. 

We also find that from this time onwards Dr. Pritchard 
began to overdraw his bank accounts, of which he kept two, 
one with the Clydesdale and the other with the City of Glasgow 
Bank; and with the view, no doubt, of adding to his resources 
he, in November ol that year, lock into residence with him, as 
pupils and boarders, two medical students named Connell 
and King. 

In the course of the summer of 1864, acc(M*ding to the 
evidence of Mary M'Leod, Mrs. Pritchard had discovered Dr. 
Pritchard kissing her in one of the bedrooms; and in tiie 
autumn, as the result of her intimacy with her master, a 
miscarriage took place, which Dr. Pritchard admitted was pro- 
duced by him. She also stated in her evidence that, on one 
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oocukm, be told lier that when Mrs. Pritohard died, if she 
died before him and she (ICLeod) was alire, he would marrj 
her. 

It was in the month of October, 1864, that the condition of 
Mrs. Pritchard's health first attracted the notice of the other 
memb^v of the family. At this time the household consisted 
ol herself; Dr. Pritchard; four oi their five children; the cook, 
Catherine Lattimer; and Mary Mlieod, who acted as both 
nurse and housemaid. The eldest child, a daughter, had been 
brought up by her grandparents, Mr. and Mrs. Taylor, and 
resided with them in Edinburgh. The two medical students, 
King and Connell, came in the beginning of November. Mrs. 
Pritchard was confined to bed for some time, suffering from 
sickness and vomiting, which she attributed to a chill; and 
when somewhat recovered, she went, about 26th November, 
on a visit to her relatives in Edinburgh. There she remained 
until 22nd December, when she came home to Glasgow for 
■Christmas. During this visit she became much better in health, 
and continued well until a fortnight after her return, when 
the distressing symptoms from which she had previously suffered 
re-appeared with greater intensity. The sickness became more 
persistent^ occurring usually after meals — ^particularly liquid 
food. From this time onward she was seldom able to go 
downstaire to take her meals with the family, and her food 
was either taken or sent to her own room by her husband. 
During the month of November, Dr. Pritchard was proved to 
have bought tartarised antimony and tincture of aconite, in 
•quantities of one ounce of each; and on 8th December, he 
purchased an ounce of Fleming's Tincture of Aconite, which is 
«ix times stronger than the ordinary tincture. 

Mrs. Pritchard's first serious attack of illness was on 
1st February, when, in addition to violent sickness, 
«he was seized with cramp, accompanied by severe 
pain, which left her in a very exhausted state. After 
this attack. Dr. Pritchard wrote to Dr. James Moffat 
Cowan, a retired medical man resident in Edinburgh, 
and a second cousin of hie wife's, requesting him to come 
through and see her. Dr. Cowan accordingly visited Mrs. 
Pritchard on the 7th, and stayed all night. He found her 
better than he had been led to expect, and apparently did not 
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oonaider her case serious. Dr. Pritchard described her iUnest 
as arising from irritation of the stomach, and Dr. Cowan 
prescribed a mustard poultice and small quantities of champagne 
and ice. On the day of Dr. Cowan's visit, Dr. Pritchard bought 
his second ounce of tartarised antimony and a further ounce of 
tincture of aconite. Dr. Cowan returned to Edinburgh next 
day, the 8th; and in the course of that night Mrs. Pritchard 
was again attacked with severe spasms, and at her own request 
Dr. Gairdner was called in. He was puzzled by the caae, and 
was of opinion, from the state of excitement in which he found 
the patient, that she was intoxicated. To him Dr. Pritchard 
expressed the view that she wae suffering from catalepsy, and 
mentioned that she had been getting stimulants on the advice 
of Dr. Cowan. Dr. Gairdner ordered all stimulants to be dis- 
continued, and prescribed a simple dietary and no medicine. 
He called again next day, found her better, and renewed hia 
advice; but was not asked to repeat his visit. Neither Dr. 
Cowan nor Dr. Gairdner observed any symptoms of fever in the 
case. 

Dr. Gairdner was, however, very far from satisfied witii the 
treatment which the patient was receiving; and accordingly on 
the 9th, after his second visit to Mrs. Pritchard, he wrote to 
her brother, Dr. Michael Taylor, of Penrith, expressing his 
dissatisfaction and strongly recommending Mrs. Pritchard's 
removal to her brother's house. On Dr. Taylor's suggesting 
that his sister should come to him for a time. Dr. Pritchard 
expressed his perfect willingness that she should do so, but 
considered she was not then in a fit state to travel. It need 
hardly be said that the unfortunate lady was never permitted 
to visit her brother, which would seriously have interfered with 
her husband's plane. 

On Dr. Cowan's return to Edinburgh he saw Mrs. Taylor,, 
and recommended her to go to Glasgow to nurse her daughter 
who, with only two servants in a large household, required, ha 
thought, more attention than she was receiving. Mrs. Tayk>r 
accordingly proceeded to Glasgow on Friday, 10th February, 
and took up her abode in that fatal house, which she was 
destined never to leave again alive. The day before she 
came, her son-in-law bought an ounce oi tincture of aconite, 
hie fourth purchase of a similar quantity of that poison withia 
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leas than three months. Mrs. Taylor found her daughter con- 
fined to bed and suffering from continued eickness and vomit- 
ing; and two or three days after her arrival, Mrs. Pritchard 
had another attack of cramp, though not so severe as on the 
previous occasion. On Monday, the 13th, Mrs. Pritchard having 
expressed a desire for some tapioca, a packet was got from the 
grocers by her little boy; it was left for a short time upon 
the hall table ; was taken down to the kitchen, either by Mrs. 
Taylor or Mary M'Leod ; the cook, Catherine Lattimer, prepared 
half a breakfast-cupful; and it wae then carried upstairs by 
Mary M'Leod to the dining-room. Whether Mrs. Pritchard 
partook of it or not does not appear; but Mrs. Taylor did, 
and immediately became sick and vomited, remarking, poor 
lady, with unconscious significance, that she thought she must 
have got the same complaint as her daughter. It was not 
proved that Dr. Pritchard was in the house when this incident 
oecurred ; but in the remainder of the packet of tapioca, which 
was found in the kitchen press after his apprehension, the 
presence of antimony was unequivocally detected. 

On Thursday, 16th February, Catherine Lattimer left. She 
was to have done so on the 2nd, but, owing to Mrs. Pritcbard's 
serious illness, she could not leave until another servant wsa 
engaged to take her place. She was succeeded as cook by Mary 
Patterson. She did not, however, leave Gkusgow; and was in 
the habit of calling occaaionally to take the children for a 
walk. Upon the 18th, Dr. Pritchard purchased another ounce 
of Fleming's Tincture of Aconite. 

Now, Mrs. Taylor, though a strong and healthy old lady 
for her seventy yean, had, unfortunately, contracted the habit 
of taking a preparation of opium, known as Battley's Sedative 
Solution. She conmtenced to use this medicine ae a remedy 
for the neuralgic headaches from which she suffered, and the 
practice had ao grown upon her as to enable her to take with 
impunity considerable quantities of that drug. Portly after 
her arrival in Glasgow, she sent the girl M'Leod to have filled 
for her by the local chemists a bottle, which, apparently, she 
carried about with her for that purpose. On the morning of 
Friday, 24th February, Catherine Lattimer called at the house 
and saw Mrs. Taylor, who expressed g^eat anxiety as to her 
daughter's condition, and said she could not understand her 
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ilhMB. Hie old lady apent the day in the rickroom— ohe had 
been m atieodanoe upon lier dau^ter day and nig^t aince riie 
tsame— and went down to tea with Dr. Pritchard and the famfly 
in the dining^romn at ae^en o'clock, alter iMxh. ihe wrote 
aome lettera in the consulting-room and aent Mary ICLeod vA 
to get sauaagea for her aupper. She then went upetain to her 
daughter's bedroom, whidi ahe had ahared since her arrival — 
Dr. Pritchard occupying the spare bedroom. A few minutea 
later the bell rang yioienUy, and the servants, on going up, 
found Mrs. Taylor sitting in a chair very ill and trying to be 
sick. Hot water was brought to effect thi% but to no purpose; 
she quickly became unconscious, and sat with her head hanging 
down upon her breast Dr. Pritchard was summoned, and, 
having examined her, he t<^d the boarder Connell to go for 
Dr. Paterson, as Mra Taylor had been seised with apoplexy and 
was seriously ill. Accordingly, shortly after ten c^clock. Dr. 
Paterson appeared in that chamber of death. It was the first 
time he had been in the house, and the result of his visits and 
the course which he saw fit to adopt in regard to it, are among 
the most remarkable features of this case. 

Dr. Pritchard met Dr. Paterson in the hall, and told him 
that the <^d lady, while writing some letters, had fallen from 
her chair in a fit^ and had been carried upstairs to her bedroom. 
He added that "she was in the habit of taking a drop" — « 
deliberate and wicked lie — and said that Mra. Pritchard had 
been ill for a long time with gastric fever. Dr. Patenon then 
proceeded to the sickroom. Mra. Taylor, who had been lifted oo 
to her daughter's bed, was still alive ; but he at once exiHressed 
his opinion that ahe was dying under the influence of some 
powerful narcotic. He attempted to rouse her, and, a degree 
of consciousnesi supervening, Dr. Pritchard clapped the poor 
lady on the shoulder, saying, " Tou are getting better, darling," 
<Mi which Dr. Paterson remarked, *' Never, in this world." Dr. 
Pritchard then told him that she was in the habit oi taking 
BatUe/s Sc^ution, that she had recently purchased a half-pound 
bottle of that medicine, and that it was highly probable she 
had taken " a good swig at it" Dr. Paterson in his evidence 
gives a striking picture of the occupants <^ that fatal room. 
Mrs. Taylor was dying, fully dressed, upon her daughter's bed; 
and, sitting up beyond her, he observed Mra. Pritchard, iHiom 
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he then saw few the firat time, in a etate 61 pitiM agitation 
•and distresB; and the conviction fenced ita^ upon his mind 
that ahe waa under the depreaaing influence of antimony. He 
did not apeak to her, however, or queation her husband as to her 
condition, but left the house. Shortly before one o'clock Dr. 
Paterson was again sent for, but refueed to go, as he considered 
Mrs. Taylor's case hopeless. 

At one o'clock in the morning oi Saturday, 25th February, 
a fortnight after her arrival in Glasgow, Mrs. Taylor died. 
Mary Patterson, with the assistance of Mrs. Nabb, a woman 
who washed for the family, proceeded to dress the body, and 
in the pocket of the old lady's dress they found her bottle of 
Battley. While they were thus occupied. Dr. Pritchard came 
into the room and asked for the bottle, which, he said, M'Leod 
told him had been found. On seeing it he exclaimed, '' Good 
heavens, has she taken all that since Tuesday ! " and cautioned 
them to say nothing about it, as it might lead to trouble, and 
it would never do for a man in his position to have it talked 
about^ He then removed the bottle. In it were subsequently 
detected an appreciable quantity of antimony, and also aconite 
to the extent, in the opinion of Prc^essor Penny, oi about 
seven per cent, of the entire contents. On the 27th, Catherine 
Lattimer called, and was shocked to hear frcHn Dr. Pritchard 
ot Mrs. Taylor's audden death; ''We have a sad house to-day» 
Catherine," said the doctor. 

On Wednesday, 1st March, Dr. Pritchard met Dr. Paterson 
accidentally in the street, and asked him to call and see Mrs. 
Pritchard next day, as he was going to Edinbur^ to bury 
hk mother-in-law. Dr. Paterson did so; and, from his observa- 
tion oi Mrs. Pritchard on that occasion, his previous opinion 
was confirmed. He made no communicati<»i, however, to the 
unhappy lady as to his beli^ that her death was being slowly 
compassed by poison. On the 3rd, Mr. Michael Taylor, the 
husband of Mrs. Taylor, called on Dr. Paterson and said that 
Dr. Pritchard had sent him for the certificate of death. This 
Dr. Paterson declined to give, without stating any reason 
beyond that to do so would be contrary to professional etiquette. 
The next day Dr. Paterson wrote to the registrar, who had 
sent him a schedule to fill up, refusing to grant the certificate, 
and characterising the death of Mrs. Taylor as ''sudden,. 
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unexpected, and to him mjTBterioue." The death was accordingly 
certified by Dr. Pritchard himself as foUowe: — ^Primary cause, 
paralysis: duration, twelve hours; secondary cause, apopleay: 
duration, one hour. It has been pointed out to the Editor that 
no competent medical man would have stated these causes in 
such an order — ^apoplexy invariably preceding and producing 
paralysia On the 5th, Dr. Pritchard called on Dr. Paterson and 
said that Mra Pritchard was greatly benefited by the treatment 
he had ordered. 

From the time of her mother'a death, Mrs. Pritchard's illness 
continued its mysterious course. To her dressmaker, Janet 
Hamilton, who saw her on 8th March, she complained of 
constant retching, for whitih she could ascribe no cause; and 
remarked, poor soul, that it was strange she was always well 
in Edinburgh and ill at home. To Mrs. Nabb, she complained 
of vfxniting even in her sleep. Lattimer called and found her 
very thin and weak, and in great grief at the sudden loss of 
her mother. During Mrs. Taylor's residence in the house she 
herself attended to her daughter's food, and, shortly after she 
came, was in the habit oi preparing the patient's meals in the 
bedroom; but since that lady's death her meals were, as 
formerly, either taken or sent to her by her husband. 

It is a curious feature of this extraordinary case that, during 
the whole course of his wife's illness down to her death on 
18th March, Dr. Pritchard was in continual correspondence 
with her brother, Dr. Michael Taylor, ol Penrith, minutely 
detailing the symptoms of the patient and suggesting modes 
of treatment. To his father-in-law and daughter in Edinburgh 
he also wrote with great frequency on the subject ol Mrs. 
Pritchard's ill-health, many of his letters, especially those 
alluding to the death of Mrs. Taylor, being couched in language 
which, in the circumstances, can only be described as of revolting 
hypocrisy. Writing to his daughter in Edinburgh some time 
before the death of that lady. Dr. Pritchard says — "Kiss 
dearest grandma for me— love her and help her all you can, 
and when the rolling yearo pass away you will remember my 
advice and be happier far by doing so than I can positively 
make you understand now. Pray to our Heavenly Father 
quietly and alone to spare her to u% to protect you from all 
harm, and make you a good girl — ^in due time a Christian 
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^oman, and a bleaaiiig to us alL Never forget kind friendi, 
those who have an interest in your well-doing/' 

On Monday, 13th March, Dr. Pritchard made what proved to 
be his last purchase of Fleming's Tincture of Aconite ; and that 
evening he sent up a pieoe of cheese by Mary M'Leod for Mrs. 
Pritchard's supper. Her mistress asked the girl to taste it, 
which she did, and at once experienced a burning sensation in 
her throat, followed by considerable thirst. This cheese was 
taken down to the pantry; and the next morning the cook, 
finding it there, ate a small portion, with similar results. She 
then became violently sick, and had to go to bed. On the 
following night, Wednesday, 15th March, Dr. Pritchard asked 
Mary Paterson to make some egg-flip for Mrs. Pritchard While 
she was beating up an egg in the pantry, he said he would get 
some sugar for it; and she heard him go into the dining-room, 
where that was kept, from tiience into the consulting-room, 
and then saw him return and drop two lumps of sugar into tiie 
tumbler. When adding hot water in the kitchen, the cook took 
a spoonful of the mixture, and remarked to Mary M'Leod on its 
horrible taste. It was then carried by the latter to the sickroom, 
where Mrs. Pritchard drank a glassful, and immediately became 
sick. Meanwhile, the cook experienced the same burning 
sensations as on the occasion of eating the cheese, suffered 
intense pain, and vomited frequently during the night. 

At mid-day on Friday, the iTth of March, Mrs. Pritchard's 
bell rang violently three times. At the third ring -Mary 
Patterson, the cook, went upstairs to see what was the matter, 
and why Mljeod, whose business it was to answer the bell, did 
not do so. Not being sure which bell had rung, she went to 
the consulting-room door, which, though partly open, refused 
to open further when she tried it. She then began to ascend 
the stairs, and, on looking back, saw Dr. Pritchard at the 
consulting-room door, who called to her, " How is Mrs. Pritchard 
nowt" and then came upstairs after her, followed by Mary 
M'Leod. Shortly after this incident Patterson, on returning 
to the bedroom, saw Dr. Pritchard giving his wife something 
to drink out of a porter glass. At five o'clock the same after- 
noon Mrs. Pritchard had a severe attack of cramp, and became 
light-headed, speaking of Mrs. Taylor as though she were 
present, and telling the servants not to mind her, but to attend 
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to her mother. At eight o'clock Dr. Pateraoo wm called in, 9nd 
was greatly struck by the alarming change for the worse in Mrs. 
Pritchard's i4>pearance since he last saw her on the 2nd. She was 
at this time quite oonscioua» and told him she had been TCMniting; 
but Dr. Pritchard said she had not, and was only nmng. He 
further stated that she had not slept for four or five day& Dr. 
Paterson, wishing to administer a sleeping-draught at once. Dr. 
Pritchard told him that he kept no drugs in the house; Dr. 
Pateraon therefore dictated a prescription, which Dr. Pritchard 
wrote out and sent to be made up. Dr. Paterson then left; and 
Dr. Pritchard went to bed beside his wife, Mary M'Leod lying 
on a sola in the same room. Having been tdd by him about 
one o'clock in the morning to get a mustard poultice made by 
Mary Patterson, M'Leod left the room tor that purpose; and 
on the two servants returning with the poultice they found that 
Mrs. Pritchard was dead. 

Dr. Pritchard insisted that his wife was only in a faint, and 
wished hot water brought to restore animation, whereupon 
Patterson observed that hot water was no use for a dead body. 
He then said, "Is she dead, PatterBont" and, addressing the 
corpse, cried out, " Ck>me back, come back, my dear Mary Jane, 
don't leave your dear Edward I " He also exclaimed, " What a 
brute; what a heathen 1 "—expressions in which posterity will 
be disposed to concur — and asked Patterson to get King^s rifle 
and shoot him. He next wrote certain letters and took them 
to the post, and, on returning, called Patterson up frcMn the 
kitchen to tell her that his wife had walked up the street 
with him and had told him to take care of the girls, but had 
said nothing about the boys; that she kissed him on the cheek 
and left him. One of these letters, written in reply to a com- 
munication which he had that day received from the secretary 
of the Clydesdale Bank with reference to his account being 
overdrawn to the extent of £131 128. 4d., was in the 
following terms:— "131 Saudiiehall Street, Glasgow. Sir,— 
I am fully aware of the overdraft^ and nothing short 
oi the heavy affliction I have been visited with since the 
year commenced — ^in the loss of my mother, and this day of 
my wife, alter long and severe illness — ^would have made me 
break my promise. If you will kindly tell Mr. Keadnum, to 
whom I am well known, that immediately I can attend to 
3* 
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bueineae I will see him on the matter, please ask him if he 
can wait till after my dear wife's fmieral on Thursday. — I am, 
sir, yours faithfully, Edward W. Pbitohard. 18th March, 1865. 
Alear. Mathens, Esq." 

On Monday, 20th March, Dr. Pritchard certified the cause 
of Mrs. Pritchard's death as gastric fever, the duration of 
which he stated to have been two months. Thereafter, he accom- 
panied the body of his wife to Edinburgh, with a view to its 
interment beside that of her mother in the Grange Cemetery; 
and for this purpose it was taken to the house of her 
father, Mr. Taylor. There, at Dr. Pritchard's request, 
the coffin was opened in presence of the relatives, and 
— exhibiting, we are told, "a great deal of feeling" — 
the murderer kissed his dead victim on the lips: a scene 
surely unparelleled in human history. Dr. Pritohard 
then went back to Glasgow, intending to return to Edinburgh 
for ihe funeral, which was arranged to take place on the 
Thursday following. He went, doubtless, well content with the 
satisfactory issue of his atrocious plot; a few days more and 
the grave would close over his second victim also, and shroud 
for ever the evidence of his guilt. But the cup of his iniquities 
was full; in the very article of success — ^too late, indeed, to 
avail his hapless prey — the iron grasp of justice closed upon 
him ; and, as he stepped from the train at Queen Street station, 
he was arrested by Superintendent M'Call, on suspicion of having 
caused the death of his wife. 

The authorities had had a busy time that Monday while the 
bereaved husband was in Edinburgh; an anonymous letter 
received by the procurator-fiscal — a facsimile of which is 
inserted herewith — ^which was popularly attributed to Dr. 
Paterson, but which he denied having sent, had set in motion 
the tardy machinery of the law ; and the inquiries which followed 
resulted in a warrant being obtained for Dr. Pritchard's appre- 
hension. At last the light was about to be let in upon the dark 
secrets of the house in Sauchiehall Street. 

One of the first steps now taken by the authorities was, of 
course, to institute a rigorous search of Dr. Pritchard's house, 
with a view to discover anything which might bear on the 
circumstances of Mrs. Pritchard's death; and various bottles 
and other articles found in his consulting-ro(»n and elsewhere, 
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including the clothes and bed linen tued hj Mrs. PritchArd 
during the iUnese which immediately preceded her deatiiy were 
taken possession of by the police. A pott^martem examinatioD 
by Drs. Maolagan and Littlejohn of the body of Mrs. Pritchard 
took place on 21st March, with the result that these gentlemen 
could discover nothing to indicate that the death was due to 
f natural causes; and the following day the prisoner appeared 
' before Sir Archibald Alison, Sheriff of Lanarkshire, and emitted 
a declaration upon the charge made against him. 

The authorities prosecuted their inquiries with despatch; and, 
as the result of certain statements made by Mrs. Nabb in precog- 
nition, disclosing the fact of the illicit intimacy which had sub- 
sisted between the prisoner and Mary Mlicod, the latter was 
apprehended as being concerned in causing the death of her mis- 
tress. After a lengthy examination before the Sheriff she was, how- 
ever, released. An examination of the books of Messrs. Murdoch 
Brothers and of the Glasgow Apothecaries' Ciunpany^ Sauchiehall 
Street, at both of which Dr. Pritchard had kept accounts, 
further satisfied the authorities of the propriety oi the coarse 
they had taken ; that examination showing recent purobases by 
him of tartarised antimony, aconite, and other poisons, in quan- 
tities hardly to be explained by the requirements of any ordinary 
medical practice. The public excitement which ensued upon the 
prisoner's arrest was intense; and every step oi the inquiry 
that followed was eagerly perused in the local press^ which, 
until the prisoner obtained the services of Messrs. Galbraith k 
Maclay as his agents^ daily reported every step taken by the 
authorities, giving full particulars of the examinati(m of 
witnesses, and promulgating sensational theories and speculations 
regarding the case. The prisoner, meanwhile, preserved a calm 
and unruffled demeanour, and expressed confident hopes that 
his innocence would shortly be established. The poH-marUm 
0xaminati<xi having failed to disclose the cause of death, pc^rtions 
of Mrs. Pritchard's body were reserved for chemical analysis; 
and the remains were interred in the Grange Cemetery on 
22nd March. 

As showing the singular success of the dissimulation so long 

practised by the prisoner, neither his wife's ncH* his own 

relations believed for one moment in his guilt; and many private 

friends expressed their perfect confidence in his innocence. 
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Public feeling waa also in his favour, for up to that time nothing 
Tery reliable had been elicited pointing to any motive which 
might be supposed to have actuated the prisoner in the commis- 
sion of the crime with which he stood charged; and the belief 
that the charge might prove to be unfounded was strengthened 
by the plausibility with which, in his declaration before the 
Sheriff, he had asserted his entire innocence. The result of 
the chemical analysis, which reached Glasgow on the 28th, dis- 
closing, as it did, the unmistakable presence of antimony, at 
once changed the popular feeling; and, as the result of it, t^e 
prisoner was now fully committed for trial, and a warrant 
issued for the exhimiation of Mrs. Taylor's body. At first there 
had not been any suspicion that the death of Mrs. Taylor might 
have been the result of foul play ; and had the inquiry into the 
circumstances attending that of his wife not taken place, there 
is little doubts in the case of his mother-in-law's murder, that 
the perpetrator would have escaped detection. 

On 30th Bfarch, Messra Galbraith k Maclay undertook the 
G<Miduct of the defence; and the prisoner having decided to 
avafl himself of the provisions of the Act 1701, intimation was 
made, according to the practice then in use, with a view to the 
prisoner " running his letters " ; the effect of which was to compel 
the prosecutor to fix a diet for his trial within sixty days, and, 
if an indictment was served within that period, the trial under 
it would have to be concluded within the forty days immediately 
following. On the same day Mrs. Taylor's body was exhumed, 
and the result of the post-mortem examination thefeon being- 
precisely similar to that oi Mrs. Pritchard's' remains, and equally 
contradictory of the statements made by the prisoner in regard 
to the manner of her death, portions of the body were reserved 
for chemical analysis; upon which the presence of antimony wa» 
unequivocally detected. Accordingly, on 21st April the prisoner 
again appeared before the Sheriff, and was examined on the 
further charge of having caused the death of Mrs. Taylor. He 
thereupon emitted a second declaration, and was committed for 
trial on this additional charge. 

The following account of the prisoner's appearance on that 
occasion is taken from the Glasgow Herald of 24th April, 1865 : 
— ^"The prisoner looked somewhat pale, but he stills retains 
the same amoimt of self-possession that he h is exhibited since 
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the night of his apprehension. It may be mentioned that on 
that occasion, after having been conveyed from the railway 
station to Mr. Superintendent M'Call's apartment, the doctor, 
previous to retiring to rest, and before the room was vacated by 
the officers, engaged in prayer. His subsequent behaviour, we 
have reason to believe, has been of the calmest possible descrip- 
tion. A day or so after his incarceration in the North Prison 
he seemed to feel a litUe annoyed that he could not be favoured 
with a supply of pomatum for the trimming of his beard and 
hair. The prison regimen has not at all suited his taste." 
He appears to have maintained, while in confinement, the 
plausible and insinuating manners which had hitherto stood 
him in such good stead, so much so that all who came in 
contact with him at this time were more or less influenced in 
his favour, and formed a high opinion of his intelligence. 
Whether with governors, warders, or police officers, his efforts 
were bent on producing a favourable impression, with tlie view 
of showing the unlikelihood of <me so refined and cultivated 
being guilty of the terrible charges made against him. 

On 31st May, the indictment was served upon the prisoner, 
with the following citation : — ^Edward William Pritchard, take 
notice that you will have to compear before the High Court 
of Justiciary, within the Criminal Court-house of Edinburgh, 
to answer to the criminal libel against you to which this notice 
is attached, on the third day of July, one thousand eight 
hundred and sixty-five, at half-past nine of the clock forenoon.'' 
On 26th June, Dr. Pritchard was removed from the North 
Prison, Glasgow, in which he had been confined since his 
apprehension, and was brought through to Edinburgh by the 
first train and lodged in the Calton Jail, there to await his 
trial. The Lord Advocate (Moncreiff), who was to have led 
for the Crown, was imexpectedly sunmioned to London upon 
Parliamentary business on the Saturday before the trial, and 
the responsibility oi conducting the case for the prosecution 
devolved upon the Solicitor-General. In view of the intense 
interest and excitement which the case had aroused in tJie 
public mind, special regulations, in terms similar to those which 
obtained at the trial of Madeleine Smith, eight years before^ 
were issued, regulating admission to the Court during the 
proceedings; and on Monday, 3rd July, commenced what was 
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to prove one of the most memorable trials of modem times. 
The Court was crowded to its utmost capacity when, at ten 
o'clock, the prisoner, who was dressed in deep mourning, was 
placed at the bar and charged with the murder of his wife and 
mother-in-law, to which in a firm voice he pleaded " Not Guilty." 
His brother, Charles Augustus Pritchard, by permission, 
occupied a seat beside him in the dock, which he continued to 
do until the second last day of the trial. 

The personal appearance of Dr. Pritchard and his demeanour 
in Court is variously described in the newspapers of the time. 
One lively reporter writes — *'He is really, as popular rumour 
has made him out, rather a good-looking fellow than otherwise 
— ^with clearly defined features, and a beard to be much 
admired by the other sex and envied by such portion of our 
own as may have reason, in this particular of finish to the 
male countenance, to resent the parsimony of nature; any 
line of clear, emotional nobility leaving its trace on the 
physiognomy I confess I failed to catch, but anything surmised 
of the distinctly sinister in it, must> I think, be set down as 
imported by the eye of prejudice in the observer. He came 
up frankly; pale and worn from his months of prison, yet 
cheerful, on the whole, of aspect. He composed himself for the 
day and looked ever after, so far as I had opportunity to 
observe him, the most cool and unconcerned person in Court. 
Unconcerned, with this decorous exception — ^I observed he 
almost always wept when, as a fond husband, it was proper 
that he should be moved — ^wept, or did something dexterous 
with his pocket-handkerchief, which might very well pass for 
weeping." Another writer observes — ^"The prisoner is a tall, 
stout, well-built man, rather prepossessing, and with sharply 
defined features. His hair is long and thin, and he is bald 
nearly to the crown. The large bushy beard which he wears 
gives to the lower part of his face an appearance of strength 
tiiat is at variance with the general character of the counten- 
ance. The impression conveyed is that of mildness, approaching 
perhaps to effeminacy. The expression of his face during the 
day was sad and thoughtful ; he seemed cool and collected, and 
watched the proceedings closely." The following interesting 
account is also given: — ^''His naturally handsome countenance, 
and a certain plausibility of manner whi<^ characterised him, 
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favourably impressed spectators. This was strikingly illus- 
trated by his bearing in Court, particularly in the earlier 
stages of the trial. None who saw the intelligent, thoughtful, 
«nd mild-looking individual seated in the dock on the first 
morning of the eventful trial, could be prepared for anything 
like the refined and consummate villainy and diabolic cruelty 
which each day brought to light, until, when the whole 
murderous plot was laid bare, the assembled auditors saw before 
them a perfect fiend in human shape. It was only when his 
unfortunate victim, Mary MTieod, reluctantly confessed the 
relations which subsisted between them, that the real nature 
of the man was made known, and that a change might be seen 
stealing over his features. Before this, the attention which 
he paid to the evidence was only what might be expected from 
one interested in Uie proceedings, but whose fate could in no 
way be affected by them. With the anxiety which had now 
evidently taken hold of him, a certain vulpine look might be 
detected, as he keenly fixed his eyes upon the girl's countenance, 
when — ^under the skilful, but gentle questioning of Uie counsel 
for the Crown, and of the presiding judge — she rent aside the 
curtain which had hitherto veiled the inner life of that 
apparently happy home. Throughout the greater part of her 
protracted examination a change come over the seducer's 
features. The mild, gentlemanly expression which these had 
hitherto worn, had now in some degree disappeared; and at 
times one could almost fancy that traces of malignity could be 
seen, blended with his keen and steady gaze. This was, 
however, but momentary, as the sinister look speedily gave 
place to the usual self-complacent, but thoughtful and some- 
what benign, expression. Viewed in the light of the evidence, 
his demeanour throughout was studied, and designed to deceive 
the spectators. The only piece of real humanity which peeped 
out during the five days of the trial was when two of his 
children, the one a girl of fourteen and the other a boy of 
eleven, were placed in the box by his counsel to speak to the 
kindly feelings which subsisted between him and his wife and 
mother-in-law. Even his hardened nature was overcome, and 
what had all the appearance of genuine tears trickled down his 
cheek. This was the one vulnerable spot in the villain's 
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breaaty and the aoene altogether was suoh as none who witnessed 
it will soon forget/' 

The cajBe for the prosecution, splendidly handled by the 
Solicitor-General, was built up with such skill and closeness 
as to leave practically no loophole for doubt. Not a superfluous 
witness was examined, and hardly a superfluous question put 
to any of those in the box. The evidence adduced for the 
Crown incontestibly established that the deaths of both ladies 
were due to poison. In the case of Mrs. Pritchard, it was 
proved beyond dispute that she died of chronic antimonial 
poisoning — her body being impregnated with that drug; 
although the evidence in Mrs. Taylor's case, if quite as complete, 
was not so cumulative and irresistible. The case being one 
of circumstantial evidence only, no direct act of administration 
could be proved against the prisoner; but it was amply 
demonstrated that he alone had the means, opportunity, and 
skill requisite for carrying through the double crime; and his 
gratuitous falsehoods regarding the illness and deaths of his 
victims, both to the registrar and others at the time, and 
afterwards in his declarations, disposed of the question of 
his guilt. 

The only unsatisfactory link in the strong chain forged by 
the prosecution was their inability to suggest a motive sufficient 
to account for the murder of both wife and mother-in-law. 
The financial motive alleged — ^a life-rent interest, to the extent 
of two-thirds, in a sum of £2500 — ^was manifestly inadequate; 
and that the prisoner desired to be'^rid of his wife, so as to 
marry the servant girl whom he had long before seduced, 
was equally inconclusive. Mrs. Taylor was probably swept 
from his path because her presence interfered with his elaborate 
•di^ne for the destruction of her daughter; although her dis- 
covery of his intimacy with M'Leod, as stated in his confession, 
may have been an additional factor. It is also possible that 
Mrs. Taylor's suspicions may have been aroused as to the 
cause of her daughter's mysterious illness, for it is to be 
remembered that, soon after her arrival, she herself prepared 
in the sickroom the food which the invalid required and idiared 
her daughter's bedroom, to the exclusion of the prisoner. If 
che indeed hinted at these suspicions to her son-in-law, her fate 
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was sealed. The real motive which actuated Dr. Pritchard in 
taking his wife's life ha« never been discov^ed. 

The defence, unable to put a single medical man in ihe box 
to controvert the testimony of the Crown doctors, had to rely 
mainly on the antecedent improbability of such a murder being 
oonamitted by a man of the prisoner's position and education 
upon relatives with whom he lived on the most affectionate 
terms, coupled with the failure of the prosecution to suggest a 
convincing motive. It was a significant fact that the prisoner's 
counsel called no witnesses to character. The line adopted by 
Mr. Rutherfurd Clark in endeavouring to fix the guilt of the 
murders upon the girl M'Leod was, in some quarters, adversely 
commented upon at the time; but, as the Solicitor-General 
had impressed upon the jury that the perpetrator must have 
been either the prisoner or Mary M'Leod, he would seem to 
have been justified in his line of argument. In dealing with 
the case of Mrs. Taylor a strong effort was made — ^in view 
of the difference of opinion expressed by the medical witnesses 
for the prosecution as to the precise nature of the poison whidi 
caused her death — to suggest that she might have died from 
an over-dose of her own medicine ; but the distinction was too 
nice for the jury, satisfied as they were of the fact that antimony 
and aconite had been introduced into it by hands other than 
her own. The appearance of the prisoner's unfortunate 
children in the b'^x, instead of helping the case for the defence, 
must, one thinks, have removed from the minds of the jury any 
remnant of pity for their wretched father. 

Three diaries kept by Dr. Pritchard— excerpts from which 
are given in the Appendix — ^were produced in Courts but were 
only referred to by the prosecution for the purpose of fixing 
certain dates. Some of the entries in these had obviously been 
made by the prisoner with the view of their being used as 
evidence in his favour in the event of any inquiry; but to 
grossly hypocritical were their terms, that they were not even 
alluded to by his own counsel. 

The most remarkable feature of the trial was unquestionably 

the statements made in evidence by Dr. Paterson; which 

earned the severe strictures oi the counsel for the 

prisoner in his address, and the grave censure of the 
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Lord Ju8tioe<]!lerk in his charge to the jury. To these- 
were added the ahnoet imaaimous oondemnation of the- 
attitude which he had seen fit to adopt and defend in relation 
to the case of Mrs. Pritchard, by the newspaper preas of the 
United Kingdom, in the c<^umns of which, for scMne time after 
the trial, appeared numerous letters animadverting upon his- 
conduct. The doctor did not remain silent imder this shower 
oi adverse criticism, but prepared and sent to the newspapers an 
elaborate apologia. It would serve no purpose to rake up in 
this place the ashes of that forgotten controvert; but the- 
curious reader will find a copy of Dr. Paterson's defence in the 
Appendix, and will therefore be able to consider both sides ol 
the question, and form his own conclusions. That Dr. PatersonV 

f singular sense of what was due to professional etiquette did. 

: not, however, prevent him stating the facts fully when in the 
witness-box, waa fortunate for the ends of justice. 

The evidence for the prosecution occupied the first three- 
days of the trial; by mid-day on the fourth, the evidence for 
the defence was completed, the remainder of the sitting being; 
taken up with the addresses of counsel; and on the fifth (and 
last) day of the trial, the Lord Justice-Clerk delivered his charge 
to the jury. On the conclusion of his lordship's masterly review 
of the evidence, at a quarter past one o'clock, the jury retired to 
consider their verdict; and after the absence of an hour (during- 
which the prisoner was removed to the cells below the Court- 
room) they returned to Court, their foreman, Mr. George Sim,, 
announcing the following as their verdict: — "The jury unani- 
mously find the prisoner guilty of both charges as libelled." 

On the declaration of the verdict the prisoner clasped his^ 
hands together, but exhibited little outward emotion. A few 
moments later, however, he became faint, and leaned for support 
upon the shoulder of the policeman sitting at his right; but 
on being given a glsss of water he appeared to revive. During- 
an interval of twenty minutes occupied by the recording of the 
verdict and sentence, the prisoner made a strong effort to bear- 
up, and maintained his composure in a remarkable degree. 
These formalities c(»npleted, the Lord Ju8tico<])lerk addressed 
to the unhappy man a few earnest and solemn words, exhorting: 
him to repentance oi his crimes, the prisoner meanwhile? 
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-fttanding up and bowing at interyalB a» if in aasent. His 
lordship then, assuming the black cap, pronounced sentence of 
-death in the impressiye Soots form; and the prisoner, having 
again bowed to the bench and also to the jury, was conducted 
Hlown the stair leading from die dock, which he descended with 
as much composure as he had exhibited on being brought up 
to hear the verdict. 

The following account is given hj an eye-witness of the effect 
upon the prisoner of the able and eloquent addresses of the 
•opposing counsel : — " Somewhat curious it was» during the 
apeeches of the Solicitor-General assailing him and of Mr. Clark 
in his defence, to watch the deportment of the prisoner. Mr. 
Young's address he followed with the closest attention. No 
'emotion was exhibited, save that now and then, when some- 
thing damaging was stated, one could see a quiver about the 
lips and a droop and sinking of the pained eyelids. When Mr. 
CHark, on the other hand, in his d^ence, proceeded to enlarge 
to the jury on the impossibility of such a monster in human 
shape, and sketched in strong rhetoric his supposed conduct 
to the wife of his bosom, his whole face broke, as it were» and 
alter a spasmodic ^ort at suppression, he wept." The effect 
produced on the prisoner by the Lord Justice-Clerk's charge to 
the jury is not recorded, but it must soon have been apparent 
to him that it finally disposed of any chance of his acquittal It 
was in the highest degree careful, complete, and exhaustive, 
abounding in subtle insight into special points of the case 
untouched by those who had previously dealt with it> and was 
in every respect worthy of so great a judge. 

At half-past three the prisoner was brought upstairs from 
the celk to the prison van, which was drawn up at the witnesses' 
entrance to the Court. A large crowd had gathered in the 
High Street, excited by the cbance of getting a glimpse of him; 
and, notwithstanding the efforts of a strong cordcm of police 
to keep the Parliament Square clear, considerable numbers got 
into the piazza. As he issued from the door oi the Court-house 
the prisoner took off his hat and bowed to the assemblage. He 
walked to the prison van with a steady step, and was then 
•driven to the Calton Jail, the van being followed by a large 
«rowd all the way to the prison. Next morning he was removed 
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to Glasgow by the ten o'olock train, from which he was taken 
«t Gowlairs^ to avoid the crowd awaiting his arrival at Queen 
Street. From thence he was driven to Glasgow without attract- 
ing observation, and placed in the North Prison, the scene of his 
former confinement. 

Very different now was the convict's demeanour to what it 
had been when he left for Edinburgh. Then he was cheerful 
and confident, never expressing himself as other than certain 
of regaining freedom after his trial, when he intended to leave 
Scotland and reside abroad. Indeed, when his agent, while 
on the way to Edinburgh, showed some anxiety as to the result 
of the trial, the prisoner said, "Keep up your heart: we will 
return to Glasgow together." He took with him to Edinburgh 
a photograph of a family group, including himself, his wife, their 
children, and his mother-in-law, which he frequently exhibited 
to the warders and others^ taking pleasure, we are told, in 
pointing out the various members of the family by name. Now 
his over-confidence gave way to a prostration of mind and body j 
and he continued during the whole of the next day lying in 
a sort of stupor, without speaking to those around him. On 
Monday, the 10th, having somewhat recovered, he was visited 
by his brother, sister, and eldest daughter; and also received 
the ministrations of the Rev. B. S. Oldham, incumbent of St. 
Mary's Episcopal Church, Renfield Street, of which he formerly 
had been a member. To this gentleman he made the first of 
his confessions, particulars of which will be found in the 
Appendix. 

From this time the convict is said to have become more 
composed, and to have occupied himself with reading the Bible 
and other works of a religious character. He was frequently 
visited by the Rev. Dr. Norman Macleod, of the Barony Parish 
Church; the Rev. Dr. Millar, of Free St. Matthew's; and the 
Rev. J. Watson Reid, and was by these gentlemen induced, on 
19th July, to make a further and more full confession of his 
guilt. It will be observed th&t this document, which includes 
an exhaustive list of those to whom he professed his indebted- 
ness for kindness or services rendered to him since hia 
apprehension, contains no reference to the counsel who appeared 
for him at his trial. He is said to have stipulated, however, 

43 



Dr. Pritchard. 

that this coofesBioQ flhould not be giyen to the world until after 
his execution; a request in which we can still trace his old 
ambition to gain, so £ar aa possible, the favourable <^inion of 
his fellows. A further example of this may be found in the 
fact that it was not until making his third coateemoa that he 
could bring himself to acknowledge the murder of Mrs. Taylor, 
which hitherto he had strenuously denied. 

In Dr. Pritchard's case it is to be noted that, unlike more 
f (Hi^unate criminals^ no attempt whatever was made on hia behalf 
with a view to obtaining commutation of the ci4>ital sentence. 
The doctor's day for winning the popular vote was long since 
over, and public sympathy was reserved for the unfortunate 
family wh(»n his evil deeds had plmiged in grief and shame. It 
is stated that, as the fatal day approached, the convict intimated 
his intention of making a speech from the scaffold, a prooeeding 
which would have been eminently characteristic of his former 
love of notoriety; but, yielding to the representations of the 
reverend gentlemen who were attending him, he agreed not to 
address the public. 

On Monday, the 27th, Dr. Pritchard was removed from the 
North Prison, Duke Street^ to the South Prison, in fixNit of 
which, upon Glasgow Green, the execution was to take place 
the following day. There the convict was frequently visited by 
the Eevs. Mr. Oldham and Mr. Reid, as also by the Rev. Mr. 
Doran, the chaplain of the jail. His time is said to have been 
chiefly occupied in reading the Bible and writing various 
letters. One of these, addressed to his brother-in-law. Dr. 
Michael Taylor, was in the following terms: — 

" 27th July, 1865. 
" Farewell, brother, I die in twenty hours from this. Romans 
viii. 34 to 39 verses. 

''Mary Jane, Darling Mother, and you, I will meet, as you 
said the last time you spoke to me, ' in happier circumstances.' 
Bless you and yours, prays the dying penitent, 

" Edwabd William Pbitohabd." 
During the last hours that he spent on earth, the convict 
maintained an even placidity of demeanour, spoke o<Mifidently of 
his assurance of being saved from perdition, and avowed his 
readiness to die the death he had deserved. 
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Meanwhile, the arraagemente for the execution were in 
progren; and Caloraft, Ihe puhlio executioner, arrived in 
Glasgow to superintend the erection of the scaffold, which the 
workmen commenced to put up at two o'clock on the morning 
of Friday, 28th July, upon which day the unhappy prisoner 
was to suffer the last penalty of the law. Coueiderable interest 
attaches to the execution of Dr. Pritchard, as being the last 
puUic execution which took place in Glasgow, if not in Scotland ; 
and a contemporary account of the proceedings is therefore 
given in the Appendix. It is a singular reflection that, so 
recently as forty years ago, such a shocking and degrading 
apectaole could have been publicly enacted in a civilised country 
in presence, it is said, of 100,000 onlookers, without one 
dissentient voice being raised in protest against it. 

By permission of the magistrates and prison authorities, Mr. 
Alexander Stewart, ol the Edinburgh Phrenological Museum, 
was permitted to take a cast of the convict's head immediately 
after his execution, notes on the examination of which will be 
found in the Appendix. The body was thereafter interred in 
the graveyard of the prison, wh^re, scratched upon a stone, 
the letter " P *' alone distinguishes it from those of other male- 
factors who have met a similar doom, and await, in that dreary 
resting-place, their summons to the Great Assize. 

Thus perished ignominiously upon a public scaffold, by the 
hands of the ccHnmon hangman, one whom many in that vast 
assemblage must long have known only as the urbane and 
courteous gentleman, the genial lecturer, the kindly physician, 
and the amiable and pious philanthropist. The strange thing 
is that a life largely spent in endeavouring to earn, however 
undeservedly, the approbation of others should «id thus, amid 
the execration or indifference of Ihousands of his fellow-citizens; 
<and that the name of Dr. Pritchard should for all time be 
associated with a deliberate cruelty and dissimulation unequalled 
even in the dark pages of the history ol crime. 

The single redeeming feature presented by a character, in 
other respects, of unexampled villainy is the convict's affection 
for his children, which, among so much else that was fake 
and mendacious, appears to have been perfectly sincere. The 
fondness subsisting between him and his eldest daughter, who 
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Tisited him frequentlj in prkon till ahortlj before hia last 6bj, 
waa specially strong; and it is touching to read of the poor 
child writing a letter to one of the officials, begging him to be 
kind to her "dear papa." With this exception, howeyer, no 
criminal career of which we have any record exhibits a more 
shocking combination of wickedness^ hypocrisy, and blasphttny 
than that of the man, who, leaving the deathbed of his murdered 
wife>, methodicaUy entered in his diary a prayer to the Holy 
Trinity to welcome her whom his foul hand had, but a moment 
before, relentlessly done to death. 

W. R. 



Leading Dates in the Pritchard Case. 

864, Noyember 16. — ^Dr. Pritchard buys an ounce of tartariaed 
antimony. 
24. — Dr. Pritchard buys an ounce of tincture 

of aconite. 
26. — ^Mrs. Pritchard goes to Edinburgh on a 
yisit to her relatives. 
December 8. — ^Dr. Pritchard buys an ounce of Fleming^s 
Tincture of Aconite. 
22. — ^Mra. Pritchard returns to Glasgow. 
866, February 1. — Mrs. Pritchard's first violent attack of 
iUnees. 
7. — Dr. Cowan visits Mrs. Pritchard. 

Dr. Pritchard buys an ounce of tartarieed 
antimony; also an ounce of tincture- 
of aconite. 
8. — Dr. Cowan leaves; second severe attack 
of Mrs. Pritchard; Dr. Gairdner sent 
for. 
9. — ^Dr. Gairdner calls again. 

Dr. Pritchard buys an ounce of tincture- 
of aconite. 
10. — Mrs. Taylor comes from Edinburgh to- 

nurse her daughter. 
13. — ^The incident of the tapioca. 
16. — Catherine Lattimer leaves; Mary 

Patterson succeeds her. 
18. — Dr. Pritchard buys an ounce of Fleming'a 

Tincture of Aconite. 
24. — Mrs. Taylor taken iU; Dr. Paterson called 

in. 
25.— Death of Mre. Taylor. 
March 1. — Dr. Pritchard meets Dr. Paterson and 

asks him to see Mrs. Pritchard. 
2. — ^Funeral of Mrs. Taylor; Dr. Patterson 

visits Mrs. Pritchard. 
4. — Dr. Paterson writes to registrar, refusing^ 
to certify the cause of Mrs. Taylor's 
death. 

47 



Dr. Pritchard. 

1865, March 5.— Dr. Pritchard calk on Dr. Pateraon and 

flajB his wife is better. 
13. — Dr. Pritchard buye half an ounce of 

Fleming's Tincture of Aconite. 
13 and 14. — ^The episode of the cheese. 
15. — ^The egg-flip incident. 
17. — Final violent illness of Mrs. Pritchard; 

Dr. Paterson sent for. 
18.— Death of Mrs. Pritchard. 
20. — ^Bodj remoyed to Edinburgh; Dr. 

Pritchard apprehended on his return 

to Glasgow. 
21. — Post-mortem examination on Mn. 

Pritchard by Drs. Maclagan and 

Littlejohn. 
22. — ^Prisoner emits first declaration befcH'e 

the Sheriff. 
30. — Mrs. Taylor's body exhumed, and pogt- 

m^ortem examination thereon by Drs. 

Maclagan and Littlejohn. 
April 21. — ^Prisoner emits second declaration. 

May 31. — ^Indictment served on the prisoner. 

July 3. — First day of trial; evidence for 

prosecution. 
4. — Second day; evidence for prosecution, 

continued. 
5. — ^Third day; evidence for prosecution, 

concluded. 
6. — Fourth day; evidence for defence; 

addresses to jury. 
7. — ^Fifth day; Lord Justice-Clerk's charge; 

verdictr—guilty ; sentence— death. 
11. — Confession by convict. 
19. — ^Further confession. 
28. — ^Execution. 
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THE TRIAL 



MONDAY, 3rd JULY, 1866. 
The Court met at Ten o'clock. 



Judges Present — 



THE LORD JUSTIGECLERK (Inglis). 
LORD ARDMILLAN. 
LORD JERVISWOODR 



Counsel for the Crown — 

The Solicitob-Oeneral (JTowng). 

Adam Gifford and James Arthur Crichton, Esqs., 

Advocates-Depute. 

Agent — 
Mr. Andrew Murray, Jun., W.S. 



Govimsel for the PaTiel — 

Andrew Rutherfurd Clark, Wiluam Watson, and David 
Brand, Esqs., Advocates. 

Agents — 

Mr. Henrt Bughan, S.S.C., Edinburgh ; Mr. James Qalbraith, 

of Messrs. Galbraith b Maday, Writers, Glasgow. 



Dn Pritchard. 

Thb panel was placed at the bar, chaiiged with the crime of 
murder, as set forth in the following indictment against him, 
at the instance of Her Majesty's Advocate : — 

Edwabd William Pbitchabd, now or latelj a doctor of 
medicine, and now or lately prisoner in l^e prison of Glasgow, 
you are indicted and accused, at the instance of James Mon- 
crieff. Esquire, Her Majesty's Advocate, for Her Majesty *8 
interest: That albeit, by the laws of this and of every other 
well-govemed realm, miirder is a crime of an heinous nature, 
and severely punishable : Yet true it is and of verity, that you, 
the said Edward William Pritchard, are guilty of the said crime, 
actor, or art and part : In so far as (1) on one or more occasions 
between the 10th and 25th days of February, 1865, inclusive, 
the particular occasions or occasion being to the prosecutor 
unknown, within or near the dwelling-house in or near Clarence 
Place, Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow, then occupied by you, the 
said Edward William Pritchard, you did wickedly and 
feloniously administer to, or cause to be taken by Jane Cowan 
or Taylor, now deceased, wife of Michael Taylor, now or latelj 
silk and lace merchant, then residing in or near Lauder Road, 
in or near Grange, Edinburgh, and now or lately residing with 
Ann Taylor or Cowan in or near Hig^ Street, Musselburgh, 
in the ehire of Edinburgh, in tapioca, and in porter or beer, 
and in a medicine called Battle/s sedative solution, or one or 
more of them, or in some medicine to the prosecutor unknown, 
or in some articles or article of food or drink to the prosecutor 
unknown, or in some other manner to the prosecutor imknown, 
tartarised antimony and aconite and opium, or one or more of 
them, or some other poison or poisons to the prosecutor 
unknown : And the said Jane Cowan or Taylor having taken 
the said tartarised antimony and aconite and opium, or one 
or more of them, or other poison or poisons, so by you adminis- 
tered, or caused to be taken, did in consequence thereof die on 
or about the 25th day of February, 1865, and was thus 
miirdered by you, the said Edward WiUiam Pritchard : Likeas 
(2), on repeated occasions, or on one or more occasions, between 
the 22nd day of December, 1864, and the 18th day of March, 
1865, inclusive, and in particular on the 8th, 9th, and 2l8t 
days of February, 1865, and on the 13th, 14th, 15th, 16th, 
I7th, and 18th days of March, 1865, the particular occasions 
or occasion being otherwise to the prosecutor unknown, within 
or hear the said dwelling-house in or near Clarence Place, 
Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow, then occupied by you, the said 
Edward WiUiam Pritchard, you did, wickedly and feloniously, 
administer to or cause to be taken by Mary Jane Taylor or 
Pritchard, now deceased, your wife, and then residing with you 
in egg-flip, and in cheese, and in porter or beer, and in wine. 
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or one or more of them, or in some medicine to the prosecutor 
unknown, or in some articles or article of food or drink to the 
prosecutor unknown, or in some other manner to the prosecutor 
unknown, tartarised antimony and aconite, or one or other of 
them, or some other poison or poisons to the prosecutor 
unknown ; and l^e said Mary Jane Taylor or Pritchard having 
taken the said tartarised antimony and aconite, or one or other 
of them, or other poison or poisons, so by you administered 
or caused to be ti^en, did in consequence thereof die on or 
about the 18th day of March, 1865, and was thus murdered by 
you, the said Edward William Pritchard: And you, the said 
Edward William Pritchard, having been apprehended and taken 
before Sir Archibald Alison, Baronet, Advocate, Sheriff of 
Lanarkshire, did, in his presence, at Glasgow, on iiie 22nd day 
of March, 1865, emit and subscribe a declaration : And you, the 
said Edward William Pritchard, having been afterwards taken 
before the said Sir Archibald Alison, Baronet, did, in his 
presence, at Glasgow, on the 2l8t day of April, 1865, emit and 
subscribe a declaration : Which declarations, as also tiie papers, 
documents, diaries, letters, envelopes, books, and articles 
enumerated in an inventory hereunto annexed, or one or more 
of them, being to be used in evidence against you, the said 
Edward William Pritchard, at your trial, will for that purpose 
be in due time lodged in the hands of the Clerk of the High 
Court of Justiciary, before which you are to be tried, that you 
may have an opportunity of seeing the same: All which, or 
part thereof, being found proven by the verdict of an Assize, 
or admitted by the judicial confession of you, the said Edward 
William Pritchard, before the Lord Justice-General, Lord 
Justice-Clerk, and Lords Commissioners of Justiciary, you, the 
said Edward William Pritchard, ought to be punished with the 
pains of law, to deter others from committing the like crimes 
in all time coming. 

Jas. Arthur Crichton, A.D. 

Inventory of Papers, Documents, Diaries, Letters, Envelopes, 
Books, and Articles referred to in the foregoing 
Indictment — 

1. Medical report or certificate, bearing to be deded '' Edin- 
burgh, 2l6t March, 1865," and to be subecri'bed *' ]>ouglas Mac- 
laean, Henry D. Littlejohn," or to be similarly dated and 
sobepcribed. 

2. Chemical or other report or certificate, bearing to be dated 
" Edinburgh, 11th April, 1865 " and to be subscribed " Douglas 
Maclagan," or to be similarly dated and subscribed. 

8. unemical or other report or certificate, bearing to be dated 
'* Andereonian^ Glasgow, 9th May, 1865," and to T)e sulracribed 
" Frederick Pennv, Glasgow, 9th May, 1865," or to be similarly 
dated and subscribed. 
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4. Medical report or oeitiikmte, bearing to be dated "Ediii- 
bargb, 30th March, 1866/' and to be subeoribed '< I>oaglM Mao- 
ktaan, Henry D. Littlejohn," or to be sixnilariy dated and 
aaucribed. 

6. Chemioal or other report or certificate, bearing to be dated 
"Edinbareh, 13th April, 1866," and to be oaheoribed ''Doagks 
MaclAffan,'' or to be similarly dated and anbecribed. 

6. Ohemioal or other report or certificate, bearing to be dated 



" Andereonian, Qlafigow, 9th May, 1865," and to oe anbecribed 
"Frederick Penny, Qlaegow, 9th May, 1866," or to be similarly 
dated and anbecribed. 

7. Chemioal or other report or certificate, bearing to be d^ted 
'' Andenonian, Glaagow, 17th May, 1865," and to be anbecribed 
<' Frederick Penny, 17th May, 1865," or io be aimikurly 
dated <md anbecribed. 

8. Chemical or other report or certificate, bearing to be dated 
** Andersonian. Glaegow. 19th May, 1865," and to be anbecribed 
''Frederick Penny, iSth May, 1865," or to be aimilariy 
dated and anbecribed. 

9. Letter, bearine to be d^ted " NortherQ Glnb, 15th Maroh. 
/65," and to be snbBcribed " Jaa. M. Cowan," or to be aimilariy 
dated and subscribed. 

10. Letter, bearing to be dated "Clydesdale Bank, Glasgow. 
18th Maroh, 1865," and to be subscribed " Alex. Mathers, secy.," 
or to be similarly dated and subscribed, and attached along with 
No. 9 of Inyentory to a sealed label marked No. 9/10; as also 
the said label. 

11. Document, titled on the back " Account current, Mra. 
Taykxr's Trustees In Account with William Bell." 

12. Document, titled on the back '' Medical Prescription," 
initialed " 8. J. M., No. 12." 

13. Docume^ titled on the back ''Medical Prescription," 
initialed " E. W. P.^ No. 13." 

14. Envelope, haTing printed on the back, "Prescription pre- 
pared at Gkuagow Apothecaries Compy.'s Western Branch Estab- 
Ilshment, 251 Sauchieball Street, Glasgow, John Campbell, 
manager," and attached alons with Nos. 12 and 13 of Inyentory 
to a sealed label marked No. 12/14 ; as also tiie said label. 

15. Document, titled on the back " Medical Prescription," 
initialed " E. W. P., No. 15." 

16. Enyelope, having printed on the back, " Prescription pre- 
pared at Glasgow Apothecaries Compy.'s Western Bnanch Estab- 
lishment, 261 Saucniehall Street, Gksgow, John Campbell, 
manager," and marked in ink " No. 1." 

17. Document, titled on the back " Medical Prescription," 
initialed " B. W. P., No. 17," or similarly titled. 

18. Enyelope, having printed on the back "Prescription pre- 
pared at Glasgow Apothecaries Compy.'s Western Bnanch Estab- 
lishment, 25r Saucniehall Street, Glasgow, John Campbell, 
manager," and marked in ink " No. 2." 

19. Diary, titled on the outside " Lett's Medical Diary, 1865/^ 
or similarly titled, and haring written on the inside of one <^ tne- 
boards thereof the following or similar words :~" Edward William 
Pritchard, 131 Sauchiehall Street, Glssgow, ' Spes non fmcta.' " 

20. Diaij, titled on the outside " Blackwood's Shilling SmbUing 
Diary, 1865," or similarly titled, haying written thereon the 
fdkywing or similar words :~" Dr. Pritchard, 131 Sanchiehalt 
Street." 

21. Letfcer, in two pieces, bearing to be d^ted " Edtinbre.. 
Feby. 24th, 1865," and to be subscribed " Michael Taytor," or 
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to be similarly dated and subscribed, and faaving sealed label 
attached, marked " No. 21 "; as also said label. 

22. Letter, commencing with the following or siinilar words :— 
'' 1 Lander Road. My dear Edward, Yesterday I saw Mr. Bell." 
and bearing to be subscnbed ''Jane Taylor," or to be similarly 
subscribed. 

23. Letter, in two pieces, commencing with the following or 
similar words:—'' My dear Mary you will receiye enclosed a 
note," and bearing to be subscribed "J. Taylor," or td be similarly 
subscribed • 

24. Letter, bearing to be dated "1 Lauder Road Sunday," 
commencing with the following or similar words:— "My dearest 
TecL I haye carefully read over " and bearing to be subscribed 
" Minnie." or to be similarly subscribed. 

25. Letter, bearing to be dated " 1 Lauder Road, Wednesday," 
commencing with the followinjg or similar words: — "My dear 
Edward, I received your note with the enclosures^ *' and to be sub- 
scribed " Jane Taylor," or to be similarly subscnbed. 

26. Letter, bearing to be dated " 1 Lauder Road, Thursday," 
commencing with tne following or similar words:— "My dear 
Mary, I am just going to town," and bearing to be suDscribed 
" J. Taylor," or to be similarly subscribed. 

27. Letter, commencing with the following or similar words:— 
" Dear Edward, you will receive the enckeea," and bearing to be 
subscribed " J. Taylor," or to be similarly subscribed. 

28. Letter, bearing to be dated " 1 Lauder Road, Edinburgh, 
16th June. 1864," and to be subscribed " Jane Taylor," or to be 
similarly dated and subeoribed, and attached along with Nos. 22, 
23, 24, 26, 26, and 27 of Inventory to a sealed label marked " No. 
22^28 '^ as aJso said label. 

29. Letter, bearine to be dated "1 Laud. Friday Evening," 
commencing with the following or similar words :— " My dear 
Edward, Ton cannot think how much we were," anH bearing to be 
subscribed "J. Taylor," or to be similarly subscribed, and 
attached, along with three other letters, to a sealed label, marked 
" No. 29 "; as also said label. 

30. Letter, commencing with the following or similar words: — 
"I love yon, I Lauder Road Grange Edinr. My darling 
Papa," and endins with the following or similar words:— "From 
your devoted A loving child Fa Fa Sunday Evening Edin- 

31. Letter, bearins to be dated " 1 Lauder Road, Grange, Edin- 
burgh, 5th Deer. /64," and ending with the following or similar 
woids :—" Kisses from your loving and devoted child Fa Fa," 
and attached, along wfth No. 30 of Inventory, to a sealed label, 
marked " No. 30/31 " ; as also said label. 

32. Letter, bearing to be dated " I Lauder Road, Edinburgh," 
commencing with the following qr similar words : — " My dear 
Edward, Kenny and I arrived," and ending with the following or 
similar words : — " Ever you r Minnie . " 

33. Letter, bearing to be dated " 1 Lauder Road," and com- 
mencing with the following or similar words:— "My dearest Ted, 
lliiB is your natal day," and ending with the following or 
similar words :—" Yours Minnie." 

34. Letter, bearing to be dated " 1 Lander Road, Edinburgh," 
and comnaencing with the following or similar words:- "My dear 
Ted, I am very vexed to hear," and ending with the following or 
similar words:— " EJver dear Ted your Minnie." 

35. Envelope, bearing the Edinburgh and Glasgow post-marks 
of 28th November, 1864. and to be addressed " Dr. Pritchard. 
131 Sanchiehall Street, Glasgow," or to be similarly addressed. 
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36. Letter, in two pieces, bearins to be dated '' Monday, 
afternoon/' commencing witn the followins; or similar words:— 
"My dearest Ted I was qaite," and bearmg to be sabscribed 
'' Ever yonr Minnie," or to be similarly subscribed. 

37. Envelope, bearing the Edinburgh and Glasgow post-marks 
of 19th December. 1864, and to be addressed '' Dr. Pritchard, 131 
Saachiehall Street. Glasgow," and to be similarlv addressed, and 
attached, along with Nos. 32, 33, 34 35, and 36 of Inventory. 
to a sealed label, marked '' No. 32/37 *^ as also said label. 

38. Letter, bearine to be dated " Friday 131 Sau 11 Street," 

commencing with tne Mlowing or similar words :— " My dear 
Fanny. I have not writen you so often," and bearing to be sub- 
scribed '' Jane Taylor," or to be similarly subscribeoT 

39. Letter bearing to be dated '* Glasgow 13.3.1865 " and to 
be subscribed " your affectionate parents Edward and Mar^," or 
to be similarly dated and subscribed, with postscript initialed 
''B. W. P." 

40. Letter, commencing with the following or similar words :— 
"My dear Fan, Pepa answered your letter," and bearing to be 
CRibsoribed " Mary Fritchard," or to be similarly subscribed. 

41. Letter, bearing to be dated " Friday evening 131 Sauchie- 
hall Street," commencing with the following or similar words:— 
" My dear Fanny, I have written to Miss ELonnedy," and bearing 
to be subscribed " J. Taylor," or to be similarly subscribed. 

42. Letter, bearing to be dated " Wednesday, 131 Sauchiehall 
Street, Glasgow, commencing with the following or similar 
words:— "My dearest Fan, I got your letter yesterday," and 
bearing to be subscribed '' Mary Prit<^hard," or to be similarly 
BubscriDed . 

43. Letter bearing to be dated " 14th 11—64," and to be 
subscribed ''your affectionate Papa Edward/' or to be similarly 
subscribed, and attached, along with Nos. ^, 39, 40, 41, and 43 
of Inventory, and thirteen other letters, to a sealed label, marked 
"Nos. 38/43"; as also said label. 

44. Letter, bearing to be dated " Glasgow 3. 3. 65." and to be 
subscribed "Toure affectionately Edward," or to be similarly 
dated and subscribed. 

45. Letter, bearing to be dated " Glasgow, 6th March 1865." 
and to be subscribed "Tours affectionately Edward," or to oe 
similarly dated and subscribed. 

46. Letter bearing to be dated " 8th March 1865." and to be 
subscribed "your affectionate son in law, Edward." or to be 
similarly dated and subscribed. 

47. Letter, bearing to be dated " Glas^w 9th 3—65," and to 
be subscribed " Tour affectionate son-in-law in much grief, 
Edward," or to be similarly dated and subscribed. 

48. Letter, bearing^ to be dated " Glasgow, Monday," commenc- 
ing with the following or similar words:— "My Dear Father. 
Kindly send," and bearing to be subscribed "affectionately yours 
Edward," or to be similarly subscribed. 

49. Letter bearing to be dated " Glasgow, 13th. 3. 65," and 
to be subscribed "your affectionate son in law Inward," or to be 
similarly dated and subscribed. 

50. Letter^ bearing to be dated " Glasgow, 13th. 3. 65," and 
to be subscribed "your affectionate son in law Edward," or to be 
similarly dated and subscribed. 

51. Letter, in two pieces, bearing to be dated " 21 Blytbswood 
Square, Glasgow, Feby. 9th, 1865," and to be subscribed " W. T. 
Gairdner," or to be similarly dated and subscribed, with relative 
envelope, bearing the Glasgow and Penrith post-marks of 9th 
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FebrnAry, 1865^ addr^Bsed ''Dr. Michael Taylor, Penrith, Cum- 
berland,' or similarly addressed. 

52. Letter, bearing to be dated '' 21 Blythswood Square, Glasgow. 
Feby. 13, 1866," and to be eubeoribed ^* W. T. Gairdner," or to 
be similarly . dated and subscribed, with the relative envelope, 
bearing the Glaseow and Penrith post-marks of 14th February, 
1865, and addressed " Dr. Michael tDaylor, Penrith," or similarly 
addressed. 

53. Letter^ bearing to be dated "Glasgow, 14th. 3. 65," and 
to be subscribed '' Edward W. Pritcbard," or to be similarly dated 
and subscribed^ with the relative envelope, bearing the Glasgow 
and Penrith post-marks of 14th March, 1865, and addressed ''Dr. 
Taylor, ^., &c.. &c,, Hutton-Hall, Penrith, Cumberland. 
B. W. P.," or similarly addressed. 

54. Document, titled on the back "Extract Entry of the death 
of Jane Cowan or Taylor from the Register Book of deaths of the 
Blythswood District of Glasgow," or similarly titled. 

55. Document, titled on the back " Certificate granted by Dr. 
Pritchard to the Registrar of Blythswood District relative to the 
death of Jane Cowan or Taylor.''^ or similarly titled. 

56. Document, titled on the back " Extract Entry of the death 
of Mary Jane Taylor or Pritchard from the Register Book of 
deaths of the Blythswood District of Glasgow^" or similarly titled. 

57. Document, titled on the back " Certificate granted by Dr. 
Pritchard to the Registrar of the Blythswood District, relative to 
the death of Mary Jane Pritchard," or similarly titled. 

58. Document, titled on the back " Account Dr. Pritchard. 
Sauchiehall Bt. Bot. of the Glasgow Apothecaries Company, 1865 
£7 :7 :2." or similarlv titled. 

59. Document, titled on the back " Note of Prescriptions made 
up for Dr. Pritchard at the Glasgow Apothecaries Coy. 1865," or 
similarly titled. 

60. Document, titled on the back " Excerpts from the Ledger 
of John Currie," or similarly titled. 

61. Document, titled on the back "Medical Prescription," 
initialed " E. W. P. No. 61," or similariy titled. 

62. Document, titled on the back " Medical Prescription No. 
62," or similarly titled. 

63. Document, titled on the back " List of articles supplied by 
Murdoch Brothers to Dr. Pritchard," or similarly titled. 

64-75. A list of documents, twelve in number, titled on the 
back " Medical Prescriptions Ncs. 64/75." or similarly titled. 

76. Document, titled on the bacx "Telegraphic Message 
Richard King to Dr. Cowan," or similarly titled. 

77. Document, titled on the back "Telegraphic Message 
Richard King to Mr. Taylor," or similarly titled. 

78. Document, titled on the back ''Telegraphic Message 
Dr. Pritchard to Dr. Cowan," or similarly titled. 

79. Document, titled on the back "Telegraphic Message 
Dr. Pritchard to Mr. Taylor," or similarly titled. 

80. Ticket, marked on one side "6550,^' "C/u," "5/3"; and 
on the other " C/u," or similarly marked, and having attached 
a "sealed label, marked No. 80'^; as also said label. 

81. Document, titled on the back "Extract Registered (Pro- 
bative) Testament by Mrs. Jane Cowan or Taylor diated 6th Sep- 
tember, 1855, Regd. 8th March, 1866," or similarly titled. 

82. Diary, titled on the outside " Lett's Medical Diary 1864," 
and marked on the inside of one of the boards thereof "Edward 
William Pritohand 22 Royal Crescent. Spes non fracta," or simi- 
lariy titled and marked. 
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83. Cheque lor £5 on the City of Gkweow Bank, CEaring das 
Bimnoh, bearing to be d^ted " GImow mh Marofa 1865/' and to 
be snbwribed ^' Edward William Fritchard/' or to be aimUarlT 
dated and anbaoribed, with relatiTo paper attached thereto wita 
the words '' no funds " written thereon, or similar words : and 
also slip of paper oommenoin^ with the words '* Bill £5," and 
ending with the words '' no landsy'' or similar w<»tis. 

84. Flaoket, containing tapioca, and haying a sealed label 
attached, marked A ; as also said label. 

85. Bottle, containing a dark-coloored liquid, with label affixed 
thereon having the following or similar words printed thereon :— 
" Murdoch Brothers Chemists 113 Union Street A 143 Saacfai^Mll 
Street Glasgow Battler's Sedative Solution 2 drops equal to 3 of 
Laudanum," and having a sealed label attached, mimed B; as 
also said label. 

86. Seven paper packets, the contents <^ six being powders, and 
the seventh a daric, wriid lump, and having a sealed label attadied. 
marked C ; as also said label. 

87. Bottle, containing ginger wine, and having a sealed label 
attached, marked D ; as also said label. 

88. Phial, corked^ containing a small quantity of white jgowder, 
and having a portion of a label affixed thereon, wit^ " Thnon " 
printed thereon, and attadied, cU<mg with another cork, to a 
sealed kibel, marked E; as also said label. 

89. Phial, corked, having a label affixed thereon, with the 
words '^From Glasgow Apothecaries Company 251 SauchiehaH 
Street," or similar words printed thereon, and the words " TSnct 
Conii liacul " written thereon ; as also said label. 

90. Phial, corked, having a label affixed thereon, with the wordi 
" Murdoch Brothers 113 Union Street A 143 Sauchiehall Street " 
or eimikr words printed thereon, and the words " Tinct Conii *' 
written thereon ; as also said label. 

91. Phial, coned, having a label affixed thereon, with the 
words "Tinct Conii Mae" written thereon, and attached, along 
with Nos. 89 and 90 of Inventory and two corks and a glaa 
stopper, to a sealed labc^, marked F ; as also said label. 

92. Pbial, corked, nearly filled with a yellowish-ooloured liquid, 
and havinc two labels affixed theremi, on one of which the words 
"From Glasgow Apothecariee Company 251 Sauchiehall Street" 
or similar words are printed, and tlie words "to be repeated 
everv fourth hour" or similar words are written. The second 
labM has the words " Shake the Bottle " or similar words printed 
thereon. The phial is attached to a sealed label, marked G ; as 
also said labels. 

93. A piece of cheese, having a sealed label attached, marked 
H ; as also said label. 

94. Six phiale, corked, five of them presenting the appearance 
of having had labels affixed, but which had been nearly altogether 
scraped off. On one of these five, on a portion of the label still 
remaining, are the letters " Aco " in writing, and on another of * 
them is the letter " A " in writing. The said phiale are attached, 
along with six corks, to a sealed label, marked I ; as also the said 
label. 

95. A packet, containing tapioca, having a sealed label attached, 
marked K ^ as also said label. 

96. A nightdress, a cap, a chemise, a knitted woollen semmet, a 
woollen polka or jacket, a pair of stockings, and three handker- 
ohieiB, having a sealed label attached, marked L ; as also said label. 

97. Two dieets, two pillow-casee. two towels, amTone toilet 
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ooyer, liaTiiig a settled l«bel attached, marked M ; ab also the said 
label. 

96. A number of red-ooloared powdenL baving a sealed label 
attached, marled N ; ae also the said label. 

99. A gold or other metal brooch, with turquoise or other stones, 
a rins, a locket in blue enamel and cross, and a silyer anchor 
or other shawl-pin, haying a sealed label attached, marked O ; as 
also the said label. 

100. IVws-book, titled on the outside ''Clydesdale Banking 
Company Dr. Pntohard." or similarly titled. 

101. Ass-book, titled on the outside '' City of Glasgow Bank." 
or 6imiku>ly titleid, and havins written on ihe board inside the 
following or similar words:—" Br. Pritchard 11 Berkeley Terrace.'* 

102. ^roll-book, commencing "26th March /64 Wm. Houlds- 
worth Bsq. 17 Park Ter," or commencing simUarly. 

103. Scroll-book, commencing "20th Septr. /64; Tuesday 20th 
Septr. 1864 Mrs. C. G. Mitchell," or commencing similarly. 

104. Scroll-book, commencing "Thursday 2d. Feby. /65," or 
commencing similarly. 

105. Book, titled on the back " Day Book No. 8." or similarlv 
titled, and commencing " July 10th 1863 Mrs Ferguson Crossbank 
House," or commencing similarly. 

106. Book, titled on the back "Ledger No. 2," or similarly 
titied, and the first entrv therein commencing " Charles Reddie 
6 Woodlands Terrace 1859 Jany. 1." or commencing similarly. 

107. Book, titled on the back ^' Day Book 186^." or similarly 
titled, the first entr^ therein commencing " 1864 March 29 Mr 
Walker Sauchiehall Elt," or commencing similarly. 

106. Book, titled on the back " Ledger," the first entry therein 
commencing " Jno. Currie A Coy 1863-— amount from Ledger 3," 
or commencing similarly. 

109. Book, counter jotter, haying no title, the first entry therein 
commencing " Blarch 6 /63 Thursday," or commenciT^>g similarly. 

110. Book, counter joiter, haying no title, the first entry therein 
commencing " let October, 1864, Miss Hamilton, Douglas St." or 
commencing similarly. 

111. Book, titled on the back "Jot. No. 4," or similarly titled. 

112. Stock book, marked on the outside coyer thereof. " 113 
Union Street in a/o with 143 Sauchiehall Street From August 
1860, to," or similarly marked. 

113. Scroll-book, haying no title, the first entry therein com- 
mencing " niursday 29th Sept. 1864 Miss Miller 1 Bark Circus," 
or commencing similarly. 

114. Ledger, haying no title, haying written on the fly-leaf 
thereof the fc41owing or similar words:— "Burton A Hislop, 192 
SaucJhiehall Street Glasgow. Burton and Henderson 10 MJarch 
1866." 

115. Document, titled on the back " Inyoioe Messrs Barron A 
Co. Bot. of Battley A Watts 7 May 1864," or similarly titled. 

116. Document, titled on the back "Inyoice Messrs Barron A 
Hanrey Bot. of Battley A Watts 13: Dec. 1864." or similarly 
titled. 

117. Document, titled on the back "Inyoice Messrs Murdoch 
Bros. Bot. of Barron, Haryeys, Becket A Simpson May 7th 1864," 
or similarly titled. 

118. Document, titled on the back "Inyoice Me«sns Murdoch 
Bros. Bot. of Barron, Haryey's, Becket A Simpson Deer. 13th 
1864," or simikrly titled. 

119. A jar, corked and haying iv label attached, with the follow- 
ing or similar words written thereon :—" Lauder Road Grange 
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Edinburgb The GonteiitB of this Jar taken from the body of the 
deceaaed Mary Jane Taylor or Pritchard of this date and referred 
to by Douglas Madagan. Henry D. Littlejohn. John Murray. 
James FonL Label I. 21 Maixsh 1865 "; as also the said label. 

120. A bottle, oorked, and having a label attached with the 
following or similar words written thereon :— '' Lauder Road— 
Grange Edinburgh. 21 March 1865— The contents of this bottle 
taken from the body of the deceased Mary Jane Tayl<x' or 
Pritchard and referned to by Douglas Maolagan. Heniy D. 
Little John. Jolm Murray. James Ford. Label II " ; as also 
said label. 

121. A bottle^ corked, and having a label attached, with the 
following or similar words written thereon :— *' Lauder Boad 
Grange. Edinburgh 21 March, 1865. The contents of this 
bottle taken from the body of the deceased Mary Jane X^ylor or 
Pritchard of this date & referred to by Douglas Maclagan. Henry 
D. Littlejohn. John Murray. James f%rd. Label III " ; as 
also said label. 

122. A jar, corked, and having a label attached, with the follow- 
ing or similar words written thereon:— '' Edinburgh 30th March 
1865. This Jar contains the following organs taken bv us this 
day from the body of Mrs. Taylor at tne Grange Cemetery. 
Portion of Brain. Tongue, Trachea, and iBsophagus, Heart. 
Liver, Spleen, both Kidneys, Uterus, and Bladder. Douglas 
Maolagan. Henrv D. Littlejohn. No. I " ; as also said label. 

123. A jar, oorked, and Laving a label attached, with the 
following or similar words written thereon :—'' Sdinourgh 30th 
March 1865. Hus Jar contains the intestinal canal of Mrs 
Taylor removed by us this day from her body, at the Grange 
Cemetery. Douglas Maclagan. Henry D. Xittlejohn. No. 
II " ; as also said label. ^ ^ ^ 

124. A bottle, having a label attached, with the foUowingor 
similar words written thereon :—" Edinbuig^ 30ih March 1865. 
This bottle contains the stomach of Mrs. Taylor removed by us 
this day from her body at the Grange Cemetery. Douglas Mac- 
lagan. Hennr D. Littlejohn. No. Ill " : as also said label. 

125. A bottle, corked, and having a label attached, with the 
following or similar words written thereon :— '' Edinburgh 30th 
Blarch 1865. This bottle contains blood taken by us tnis day 
from the body of Mrs. Taylor at the Grange Cemetery. Douglae 
Maclagan. Henry D. Littlejohn. No. lY " ; as also said kbel. 

126. A jar, corked, and having a label attached, with the fol- 
lowing or similar words written thereon :— '' Portion of rectum, 
pyloric half of Stomach, half of Kidnev, portion of Bpleen from 
Mrs. Pritchard's body A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 1865 " ; as also 
said label. 

127. A jar, having a label attached, with the following or 
similar words written thereon :— '' Portion of liver of Mrs Pritchard 
A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 1865 "; as also said label. 

128. A bottle, corked, and having a label attached, with the 
following or similar words written thereon :— " Portion of heart 
of Mrs. Pritchard A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 1865*^' ; as also said 
label 

129. A jar, having a label attached, with the following or 
similar words written thereon :—'' Portion of Brain of Mra 
Pritchard A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 1866" ; as also said label. 

ISO. A bottle, with glass stopper, and having a label attached, 
with the following or similar words written thereon :— " Blood of 
Mre. Pritchard A. D. M. P. P. 10th April, 1865 "; as also said 
label. 
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131. A bottle, corked, and haying a label ^ttAch^, with the 
following or similar woros written thereon : — " 266 grains of dried 
contents of intestines of Mis Pritchard A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 

1865 " ; es ftlso said label. 

132. A jar, with stone cover and having a label attached, with 
the following or similar words written thereon :— " Portion of 
Liver of Mre. Taylor A. D. M. F. P. 10th April lS66 " ; as also 
said label. 

133. A bottle, corked, and having a label attached, mih the 
following or similar words written thereon :— " One half of the 
Stomach of Mis Taylor A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 1866 '' ; as also 
aaid label. 

134. A bottle, corked, and having a label attached, with the 
following or similar words written thereon: — ''Portion of heart 
of Mrs Taylor, A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 1866 "; as also said label. 

136. A bottle^ corked, and having a label attached, with the 
following or similar words written thereon : — '* Portion of Rectam 
of Mrs. TWvlor A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 1866 >' ; as also said label. 

136. A bottle, corked, and having a label attached, with the 
following or similar woros written thereon :— " 100 grains of dried 
contents of intestines of Mns Taylor A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 

1866 "; as also said label. 

137. A bottle, corked, and having a label attached, with the 
following or similar words written thereon :— '' One Kidney of 
Mrs. Ikvlor A. D. M. F. P. 10th April 1866 "; as also said label. 

138. A bottle, corked, and having a label attached, with the 
following or similar words written thereon :— " Portion of Blood of 
Mre. TWvlor A. D. M. F. P. 10th April, 1866 " \ as also paid label. 

139. A quart wine bottle, corkea^ and having a sealed label 
attached, marked No. 139 ; as also said label. 

140. Two small pasteboard boxes, each containing a white 
powder, and having a sealed label attached, marked No. 140; as 
also said label. 

141. A small round, wooden box, containing a white powder, 
and having a sealed label attached, marked No. ifl ; as also said 
label. 

142. A small phial, corked, containing a dark-coloured liquid, 
and having two labels thereon, the one having printed thereon 
the following or similar words :—" Murdoch BroChers Chemists 
113 Union Street & 143 Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow Battley's 
Sedative Solution 2 drops equal to 3 of laudanum," and the other 
having written thereon the following or similar words: — "filled 
out of Union St. Stock on the 16th May 1866 l^ John M'Millan," 
and having a sealed label attached, marked No. 142 ; as also said 
label. 

143. A small phial, corked, containing a dark-coloured liquid, 
and having two labels thereon, the one having printed thereon 
the following or similar words:— " Murdoch Brothers Chemists 
113 Union Street A 143 Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow, Battley's 
Sedative Solution 2 drops equal to 3 of laudanum," and the other 
having written thereon the following or similar words:— "R. 8. 
Brown May 16/66," and having a sealed label attached, marked 
No. 143 ; as also said labels. 

144. A glass bottle, corked, with a dark-coloured liquid therein 
and a label thereon, hearing the following or simiUr words:— 
" Chlorform 8.P.G.R. 1.497 prepared with pure Alcohol by Duncan 
Flockhart ft Co. Chemists to the Queen 62 North Bridge and 
139 Princes Street Edinburgh." and attached, along with a glass 
stopper, to a sealed label marked No. 144 ; as also said label. 
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146. Book, titled on the back "Loam <m Polieiefl No. 8," 
or flimilarly titled. 

146. Two photographic likenoBBee, with sealed label attached, 
marked No. 146 ; aa also said label. 

147. Sale book or other book, oommeDcins with an entry, 
"Deer. 2 Monday, Plated Brooch a/4023,^ or oommencing 
similarly. 

148. Docament, titled on the back, "Telegraphic Message Dr. 
James Moffat Oowan to Dr. Pritchard," or similarly titled. 

149. Document, titled on the back " Minute of Meeting of The 
Relations Ac. of the late Mrs. Jane Taylor 2d. Mardi 1965," or 
similarly titled. 

150. Book, titled on the outside " The Electric Telegraph Com- 
pany— Received 1864—5," or similarly titled. 

151. Letter, bearing to be dated " 18th March, l865," and to 
be subscribed " Edward W. Pritchard," or to be similariy dated 
and subscribed. 

Jab. Arthub Cbichton, A.D. 



LIST OP WITNESSES FOR THE PROSECUTION. 

1. Sir Archibald Alison, Baronet, advocate, Sheriff of Lanark- 
shire. 

2. John Gemmel, writer, Glasgow. 

3. Peter Morton, now or lately clerk in the Sheriff-clerk's office, 
Qlasgow. 

4. Robert Wilson, now or lately clerk in the Sheriff-clerk's office, 
GlasBow. 

5. jbemard M'Laughlin, now or lately sheriff-officer in Glasgow. 

6. Catherine Graham or Lattimer, now or lately residing with 
Margaret Graham, dressmaker, in or near Charlotte Street, 
Car&e. 

7. Marr M'Leod, seryant, now or lately residing with Makx^m 
Sinclair, blacksmith, in or near Ho^mscroft Street, Greenock. 

8. Mary Patterson, now or lately servant to, ancT residing with, 
James Carrick. hoteI-keei>er, in or near George Sauare, Glasgow. 

9. Thomas Alexander Connell, student, son of, and now or 
lately residing with, Thomas Connell. at or near SeaBank, Helens- 
burgh in the parish of Row, in the snire of Dumbarton. 

10. Richard John Christian King, medical student, son of, and 
now or lately residing with, the Reverend Richard King, at or 
near WoodTille, Bridgetown, in or near Wexford, IrelanoT 

11. Agnes Laird, now or lately residing in or near Orme Square, 
Bayswater^ in or near London. 

12. Alicia Henning Laird, artist, now or lately residing in or 
near Orme Square aforesaid. 

13. Michael Taylor, silk and lace merchant, now or lately resid- 
ing with Ann Taylor or Cowan, in or near High Street, Mussel- 
burgh, in the shire of Edinburgh. 

14. Jane Frances Pritchard, now or lat^y residing with Joseph 
Waddy, a solicitor, in or near Wexford aforesaid. 

15. Margaret Dickson, now or latel^^ residing with Robert 
Dickson, labourer, at Moat Hill, Cupar, in the shire of Fife. 

16. Jessie Bryden or Nabb, wife of, and now or lately residing 
with, James Nahb, shipping clerk, in or near West tiraham Street. 
Glasgow. 

17. Janet Hamilton, dressmaker, now or lately residiiig in or 
near Thistle Street, Gamethill, in or near Glasgow. 
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18. Meanor Ingham or Griffin, widow, now or lately residing in 
or ne&r Saint Vinoent Street. Glasgow. 

19. Jessie AoohinclosB or Skinner^ wife of, and now or lately 
residins; with, Thomas Skinner, shipbroker, in or near Fitsroy 
Place, Saochiehall Street, in or near Glasgow. 

20. James Moffat Cowan, doctor of medicine, now or lately 
residing with John Corner, a lodging-hoose keeper, in or near 
George Street, Edinburgh. 

21. William Tennant Gairdner. professor of the practice of 
medicine in the Uniyeredty of Glasgow, and residing in or near 
Blythswood Square, Glasgow. 

22. Christina Twaddle, now or lately serrant to, and residing 
with, the said William Tennant Gairdner. 

23. Miohael Waistell Taylor, doctor of medicine, now or lately 
residing at Button Hall, m the town and parish of Penrith ana 
shire of Cumberland. 

24. James Paterson, doctor of n^edicine, now or lately residing 
in or near Windsor Place, Sauchiehall Street aforesaid. 

25. James Struthers, now or lately registrar of the Blythswood 
district in the burgh of Glasgow, and residing in or near Abbots- 
ford Place, Laurieston, in or near Glasgow. 

26. Alexander M'Call, now or lately superintendent of the 
Central District of the Glasgow Police. 

27. Audley ThonuEon, now on lately sub-inspector in the detectire 
department of the Central Police in Glasgow. 

28. John Murray, now or lateljr sheriff-officer in Glasgow. 

29. Douglas Maclagan, otherwise Andrew Douglas Maclagan, 
professor of medical jurisprudence in the Uniyersity of Edinburgh. 
and residing in or near Heriot Bow, Edinburgh. 

30. Arthur Gamgee, doctor of medicine, now or la€ely residing 
in or near AlTa Street, Edinbureh. 

31. Henry Duncan Littlejohn, doctor of medicine, now or lately 
residimz in or near York Place, Edinburgh. 

32. Frederick Penny, professor of chemistry in the Andersonian 
UniyerBity, Glasgow, and now or lately residing in or near Windsor 
Terrace, Glasgpw. 

33. J<^n Campbell, now or lately manager of the Western 
Branch Establishment of the Glasgow Apothecaries' Company, in 
or near Sauchiehall Street aforesaid, and residing in or near 
Abbotsford Place aforesaid. 

34. John Stewart, now or lately assistant in the Saint Vincent 
Street Branch of the Glasgow Apothecaries' Company, and residing 
with Janet M'Keller or Colqunoun, widow, in or near Hospital 
Street, Hutchesontown, in or near Glasgow. 

35. John Currie, chemist, now or lately residing in or near Hill 
Street, Gamethill. in or near Glasgow. 

36. Kobert Smith Brown, chemist and druggistPs assistant, now 
or lately residing with Catherine McDonald or Smith, widow, in 
or near Dorset Street, Glas^w. 

37. John IfMillan, chemist and druggist's assistant, now or 
lately residing with Robert Johnston, deik, in or near Bneadalbane 
Street, Glasgow. 

38. Archibald Campbell Wells, salesman, now or lately residing 
with Robert AUan Beid, hosier, in or near Sauchiehall Street 
aforesaid. ^ 

39. John Henderson, grocer, now or lately residing at or near 
Cambridge Street, Glasgow. 

40. James Galbraith, writer, Glasgow. 

41. Hugh Orr, bank agent, now or lately residing at or near 
Hunter l^rraoe, Berkeley Street, in or near Glasgow. 
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42. Miobael fialmain, AasiBtftnt manager of the ClydeBdale Bank- 
ing Gomnany, at the li<Bad oflEkse of the aaid Banking Oompany, in 
or near Miller Street, Glaagow. 

43. Darid Johnston Macbiair, solicitor before fbe Supreme 
Courts in Edinburgh. 

44. Thomas Lees, banker, Musselburgh aforesaid. 

45. William Finlay^ secretary of the Scottish Equitable Life 
AsBuranoe Society, Saint Andrew Sauare, Edinburgh. 

46. Thomas Gentles, now or lately agent for the Electric and 
International Telemiph Company, and residing dn or near Clyde 
Street, Helensbur^ aforesaid. 

47. Mary Ferguson or Stewart, saleswoman, now or lately 
residing in or near Duke Street, Glasgow. 

48. Christina Stewart, daughter of, and now or lately residing 
with, the said Mary Ferguson or Stewart. 

49. James Shirran or James Milne Shirran, druggist in or near 
Sauchiehall Street aforesaid, and residing with James Paul, a 
groom, in or near Renfrew Street, Glasgow. 

50. DaTid Reid^ now or lately manager to James Walker, 
undertaker, Cambridge Street, and residing in or near Cambridge 
Street, Glasgow. 

51. Dayid Glen, now or lately superintendent to John Croall ft 
Son. undertakers, in or near Leith Walk, Edinburgh. 

52. James Thomson, commission agent, now or lately residing 
at or near Cnaigside Place, Edinburgh. 

53. Robert Grant, gardener, now or lately residing at or near 
Causewayside, Edinoursh. 

54. Janet Paton or Baley. widow, now or lately residing in or 
near Skinner's Close, High Street, Edinburgh. 

55. James Ford, now or lately sheriff-officer in Edinburgh. 

56. Richard Bankes Barron, whc^esale druggist, now or lately 
residing in or near Devonshire Terrace. Hyde Park, London. 

57. William Manning Watts, wholesale druggist, now or lately 
residing at or near Belsise F^rk, Hamp^ead, Middlesex, London. 

58. Senry Bo^ Bull, now or lately residing in or near White- 
cross Street, Cnpplegate, London. 

59. David Taylor Alexander, writer, now or lately rasiding in 
or near Berkeley Terrace, Glasgow. 

60. George Francis Kerr, cleil in the Clydesdale Bank, Glasgow, 
and now or lately residing in or near Sauchiehall Street, Glssgow. 

61. Rebecca Robertson or M'Gregor, wife of, and now or lately 
residing with, Daniel McGregor, waiter, in or near Buchanan 
Street, Glasgow. 

62. Sarah Nott or Taylor, wife of, and now or lately residing 
with, William Taylor, commission merchant, in or near Rose 
Street, QamethilL Glasgow. 

63. Alexander M'Lean, joiner, now or lately residing in or near 
Saint George's Road, Glssgow. 

64. Jane Hood, now or lately residing with James M'Naughtan 
yara nj^rchant, in or near Tulfiallan Place, Paisley Road, Glasgow! 

66. Hector M 'Lean, cashier to Robert Hillcoat, wine merehant 
"S,°^/r ^^ »tely residing in Saint Vincent Crescent, Glasgow. 

66. Alexander BinTy, clerk, now or lately residing withWidow 
Ford, m or near Bglmton Street, Glasgow. 

•?Z* Ma™nne Smith or Long, wife of. and now or lately residing 
with John Jex Long, manufacturer of blacking, at or near Whit^ 
▼ale, Glasgow. 

BK^Edfe^u"^^^^ * ^™P*"^' "^«^ "^ ^^^^^ North 
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69. QeoTgfi Husband Baird Maoleod, doctor of medicine, resid- 
ins in Woodnde Crescent, Glasgow. 

70. James Dickie, druggist's sssistant, now or lately residing in 
or near Centre Street, ^fi«deston. in or near Glasgow. 

71. Gavin Buchanan,, now or lately asBistant registrar of the 
Blythswood district in the burgh of Glasgow, and residing in or 
near Hill Place, Stirling Boad^ Glasgow. 

72. Robert Christiaon, i>hysician, residing in or near Moray 
Place, Edinburgh. 

73. Charles Edward Pritohard, now or lately residing with 
Charles Augustus Prdtchard, secretary to the naval Commander- 
in-Chief^ Plymouth, at or near George Street. Devonport. 

74. Horatio Michael Pritohard, now or lately residing with the 
said Charles Augustus Pritohard. 

75. William ^nneth Pritohard, now or lately residing with the 
said Ann Taylor or Cowan. 

76. James Holt, surgeon in the Boval Navy, and now or lately 
residing in or near Holland Street, Glasgow. 

77. John Murrajr, now or lately residing in or near Oakfield 
Terrace, Hillhead, in or near Glasgow. 

78. David M'Rae, minister of the United Presbyterian Church, 
Gorbals. and now or lately residing at Braeside House, Queen's 
Park, CrosBhill, in or near GLassow. 

79. Harriet Duckett or Lanibeth, wife of, and now or latelv 
residing with, Henry Albert Lambeth, organist, in or near Hill 
Street, Garnethill, Glasgow. 

80. Henrietta Julia Weller or Aldridge, wife of, and now or 
lately residing with, Thomas Aldridge, in or near Granville Street, 
Glasgow. 

81. The said Thomas Aldridge. 

82. Mary Cameron, servant to, and now or lately residing with, 
Bobert Graham, minister of the parish of Kilbarchan, at Kil- 
barchan Manse, in the shire of Benfrew. 

8S. William Thomson Henderaon, now or lately residing with 
his mother, Margaret Thomson or Henderson, in or near Windsor 
Street, New City Boad, Glasgow. 

84. The said Margaret Thomson or Henderson. 

85. Priscilla Kennedy, now or lately residing at Walmer House, 
Blackford Boad, in or near Edinburgh. 

86. Ann Kennedy, now or lately residing at Walmer House, 
aforesaid. 

87. Hassanaine Effendi, otherwise Hassanaine Albesuwee, now 
or lately chief naval architect of Egypt, and now or lalely residing 
in or near Franklin Terrace, Dumbarton Boad, Glasgow. 

Jab. Artbuk Crichton, A.D. 



LIST OF ASSIZE. 

For the Trial of all Parties cited before the High Court of 
Justiciary to the 3rd day of July, 1865. 

City of Edinbuboh. 

Special JwrorS' 

William John Aitohison, brewer. 10 Archibald Place. 
James Finlay, watchmaker, 9 Antigua Street. 
Thomas Brown Peacock, merchant, 1 Annandale Street. 
Alexander Taylor, medical student, 9 Alva Street. 



Dr. Pricchard. 

George Sim, writer, 7 Oambridjie Street. 

John fiiilne, bnunfounder, 44 Albany Street. 

John Bertram Stepheneon, chemist, 37 George Street. 

James Robertecm, spirit oealer, 184 Oanongate. 

Cimiman Jurors, 

Robert McDonald, spirit dealer, 7 Northamberknd Street. 

Biiohael Shearer^ coal merchant, 9 Laariston Street. 

William Mann, junior, printer^ 16 Gilmore Plaoe. 

Tliomas Inglis, grocer, 11 Lothian Street. 

John Sturrock. junior, brassfoundor, 6 Queen's Place. 

John Campbell, painter^ 28 Saint Patrick Square. 

David Grant, gaa-meter manufacturer, 20 Bankeillor Street. 

James Syme, commercial trareller, 49 South Clerk Street. 

James Cfnarles, ironmonger, 18 Broughton Street. 

Robert Noble, grocer, Brown's Place. Venn^. 

John Souter, residing at 24 Gardner's Crescent. 

John Adair, temperance hotel-keeper. 219 High Street. 

Robert Prentice, i>ainter, 5 Milne's Square. 

Robeirt Andereon, grocer, 29 Hercles Street. 

John Mathison, cabinetmaker, 7 Vennel. 

Thomas Stark, tobacconist, 81 West Port. 

Town of Lsith. 

Special Jurorg. 

George Martin, ironfounder, Wellington Place. 
Robert Graham, dairyman, Broad Wynd. 

Common Jurors. 

David Norrie, shipowner, Baltic Street. 

Peter Forrest, plumber and gasfitter. Dock Street. 

John Penman, grocer, Giles Street. 

John Thomson, Dank messenger, Bernard Street. 

COUNTT OF EdIKBUROH. 

Special Jurors. 

Thomas Legat, fiarmer, Pinkiemains. 

Andrew TumbuU, grocer. High Street, Portobello. 

Common Jurors. 
Thomas Thomson, grocer, Elm£eld Place, Dalkeith. 
William M'Oartnev, sea-^vel merchant, New Street, Fieherrow. 
William Young, blacksmith, Raw Smithy, Kirknewton. 
John Brown, flesher, Penicuik. 

County of Linlithgow. 

Special Juror. 
Alexander Marshall, draper, Bathgate. 

Common Jurors. 

Samuel Roger, mason, Blackburn. 

Robeirt Frater, fiarmer. Law. 

Robert Barclay, shoe manufacturer, Linlithgow 
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County of Haddington. 

Special Jurors. 

Stewart L. Seymour, residing in Tranent. 
John Blair, merchant, North Berwick. 

Cofnmon Jurors, 

William Beid, plasterer, Dirleton. 
George Porteous, farmer. East Linton. 
James Bum, corn-dealer, Haddington. 



INVENTORY OF PRODUCTIONS 

LODGBD VOB DlVSNOX. 

1^. Medical preecriptions by E. W. Pritobard. 

4. Letter, J. Taylor to Dr. Pritchard, dated SOth May, 

5. Letter, Mrs. Pritobard to Dr. Pritobard, no date. 

6. Letter, Jane Taylor to Dr. Pritobard, dated 14th March, 
1861. 

7. Letter, Jane Taylor to Dr. Pritobard, dated 6th March, 1861. 

8. Letter, Jane Taylor to Dr. Pritobard, date3 30th Novr., na 
year. 

9. Letter, Dr. Pritobard to Mrs. Pritobard, dated Idth 12. 64. 

10. Letter, Dr. Pritobard to Mrs. Taylor, dated Srd 2. 65. 

11. Letter, Mrs. Pritobard to Dr. Pritobard, no date. 

12. Letter, Mrs. Taylor to Dr. Pritobard. no date. 

13. CampbelPa Commercial Diary for 1863. 

14. The whole papers, documents, diaries, lefters, enyelopes. 
books, and articles enumerated on pages 3 to 10 indnsiye appendeo 
to the Indictment. 

15. A wooden box, containing— 

A bottle, with label attached, dated 21st March, 1866 ; 5 
ointment boxes, labels dated 22nd March, 1863 ; &c., &c. 

16. A tin box. containing — 

A numoer of glass tubes, bottles, &c. ; 4 omcibleB, 68 
small wooden boxes, labelled Kemp A Co., cbamista, 
Edinbur^^; 23 bottles with corks oovered with 
leather,- and 3 bottles with glass stoppers. 

17. Medical Diary for 1863. 

18. List of accounts due to Dr. Pritobard. 

19. List of acoounta due by Dr. Pritobard. 

20 and 21. Account sales of Dr. Pritcbard's household effects. 

22. Letter, by Mrs. Jane Taylor to James Moffat Cowan, Esq., 
M.D., dated " Edinburgh 29 June 1858." 

23. Copy of that letter, baring annexed thereto a letter dated 
''Edinburgh 30 June 1858'' signed ''Jas. M. Cowan, Edward 
William Pritobard. D. J. Macbriar." and addressed '' Mrs. Jane 
Taylor, 22 Minto Street, Edinburgh.^* 

24. Letter, dated ''1 Lauder Road, Edinburgh, IB June, 1864," 
signed ** Jane Taylor," and addressed to " D. J. Macbrair Esq. 
S.S.C. Edinburcb." 

25. Letter, addressed to ''Messrs. James Moffiat Cowan, M.D., 
Edward William Pritobard. Surgeon, and David Jofinston Bflac- 
bmir S.S.C," and dated "6th July, 1864," subscribed by 
Midbael Taylor and by Wm. Bell and John M. Le Conte as wit- 
nesses, and baring annexed thereto receipt dated 5 July. 1864, by 
Jane Taylor to the said James Moffat Cowan, Edward William 
Pritchaid, and Darid Johnston Macbrair for the sum of £527 7b. 
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26. Testament by Mrs. Jane Cowan or Tajlor No. 22 Minto 
Street, Edinburgh, dated 6th September 1865. 

27. Document, oommencing ''Friday Erening, 1^ Sauchiehall 
Street, Miss Kennedjr, Dear Madam,' '^ and ending '*and what k 
wanted will be attended to." 

28. Copy of the late Mra. Taylor's aooonnte to Thomas Fair- 
,rieye, chemist and druggist, Edinburgh, commencing March. 
862, and ending 22nd F^uary, 1866, certified to be correct by 

the said Thomas Fairmeve. 

29. Account, Mra. Taylor, Lauder Road, to Che said Thomas 
Fairgriere, oommencing 9th January and ending 2nd November. 
1864, amounting to £1 15s. 6d., with receiot by the said Tbomas 
Fairgrieve annexed, dated 18th January. 1865. 

30. Account, titled '' The late Mra. Taylor Lauder Road, to 
the said Thomas Fairgrieve, oommencing 18th January and endins 
22 February 1866, amounting to 13/7, with receipt by the said 
Thomas Fairgrieve annexed, dated '' March 27th /66." 

31. Pass-lx^k, oontaining account, titled ** Dr. The Commercial 
Bank of Scotland in account with Mrs. Jane Taylor, 22 Minto 
Street, Cr.," commencing 27th March 1860 and ending 14th (or 
24th) April 1866. 

32. Slip or order for draft from the Commercial Bank of Scot- 
land for the sum of £20 dated '' Novr. 30th 1860," requested by 
*' Jamee Thomson for Jane Tavlor." 

33. Dnaft by the Commercial Bank of Scotland on their agent 
at Glasgow in £ayour of Edward Wm. Pritchard, fisq. for £20. 
dated ''30th Norr. 1860," and endoraed ''Edward William 
Pritchard." 

34. Slip or order for draft from the Commercial Bank of Scot- 
land for the sum of £20, dated " Deo. 17th 1860," requested by 
" James Thomson for Jane Tavlor." 

36. Draft by the Commercial Bcmk of Scotland on their agent 
at Glasgow in fayour of Mr. Edward Wm. Prftchard for £20. 
dated "17th Deer. 1860," and endoraed "Edward William 
Pritchawl." 

36. Slip or order for draft from the Commercial Bank of Scot- 
land for the sum of £16, dated " May 13th 1862,'^ requested by 
" Jane Taylor." 

37. Draft by the Commercial Bank of Scotland on their agent 
at Glasgow in favour of Mr. Edward William Pritchard for £16 
dated "13th May 1862," and endoraed "Edward William 
Pritchard." 

38. Slip or order for draft from the Commercial Bank of Soot- 
land for the sum of £38, dated " 13th May, 1863," requested by 
"Mra. Jane Taylor." 

39. Draft by the Commercial Bank of Scotland on their agent 
at Glasgow in favour of Edward Wm. Pritchard, Esq. for £38 
dated "13th May 1863," and endoraed "Edward William 
Pritchard." 

LIST OF WITNESSES 

LoDOXD roR Dkvkncb. 

The whole Witnesses enumerated in List appended to the 
Indictment on pages 17 to 22 inclusive thereof. 

1. James Galbraith, writer in Glasgow. 

2. William Bell, stockbroker, Edinburgh. 

3. James Foulner, junior, cork-cutter, residing in or near (80) 
Canuck Street, Gktf^ow. 
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4. John Jex Long, mannfacturer of blacking at or near White- 
vale, Glaagow. 

5. Alexander M'Fadyen, junior, residing in or near (92) West 
Street, Glaeoow. 

6. Alexan^ M'Fadyen, senior, residing in or near (92) West 
Street. Glasgow. 

7. Grace Clyde, residing at or near (21) Garacube Road, in or 
near Glasgow. 

8. Ann Oliphant or Houston, residing in or near Sydney Oourt, 
Argyle Street, in or near Glasgow. 

9. The said Robert Houston. 

10. Woodrow, surgeon, now or lately residing at 
or near Stnathbungo, near Glasgow. 

11. William Thomson, residing in or near (26) Renfrew Lane. 
Glasgow. 

12. Mrs. Gonnell, residing at or near Seabank, 
Helensburgh, in the parish of Row and shire of Dumbarton. 

13. John B. Cowan. M.D.. Glasgow, residing at or near Auchter- 
loshan House, near Old Kilpatrick. and shire of Dumbarton. 

14. Alexander T. M'Hattie, M.D., residing in or near Wood- 
lands, in or near Glasgow. 

15. Thomas FairgrieFe, druggist, Edinburgh. 

16. George LiTin^ston Rorie, clerk in the Commercial Bank of 
Scotland, and residing at Comely Bank, Edinburgh. 

17. John Gibson, teller in the Commercial Bank of Scotland, 
and residing in London Street, Edinburgh. 

Datid Brand, 
Counsel for Fand^ 
Edinbttbgh, dOth June, 1866. 

The diet having been called '' at the instance of Her Majesty's 
Advocate, for Her Majesty's interest, against Edward William 
Pritchard," 

Mr. Watson, for the panel, moved for separation of the trial 
of the two charges. He did not found the motion on the 
ground of the incompetency of proceeding with the trial of the 
two charges together, but it was a matter of discretion for the 
Court. — [Hume, vol. ii., pp. 171-2; Mackenzie's Laws and 
Customs of Scotland in Matters Criminal, Tit. 19, sec. 7» 
WilUam Burie and Helen MaeDougall, 1828 (separate report) ; 
Elizabeth Jeffray, Glasgow, 30th April, 1838, Swinton, vol. ii., 
p. 113; John Thomson, Glasgow, 22nd December, 1867, Irvine, 
vol. ii., p. 747.] 

The SoudTOR-GflNBRAL, for the prosecution, answered — ^The 
two murders charged are inseparable parts of the same story, 
and ought to be tried together. 

Mr. Clark, for the panel, in reply — ^Hie danger to the 
prisoner is, that though there may not be independent evidence 
sufficient to prove either of the charges, yet, taking the two 
together, the jury may hold that there is enough to prove both. 

The motion was refused. 

The panel then pleaded " not guilty." 



Dr. Pritchard. 

The following jury was then balloted for and empanelled : — 

Robert Graham, dairyman, Broad Wynd, Leith. 

George Sim, writer, 7 Oambridge Street, Edinburgh. 

Thomas Legat, farmer, Pinkiemains. 

Andrew Tumboll, grocer. High Street. Portobello. 

John Blair, merchant. North Berwick. 

James Charlea, ironmonger, 18 Broughton Street, Edinburgh. 

Thomas In^is, grocer, 11 Lothian Street, Edinburgh. 

David Norrie, snipowner, Baltic Street, Leith. 

Thomas Stark, tobacconist, 81 West Port, Edinburgh. 

John Brown, flesher, Penicuik. 

Robert Frater, farmer. Law, Linlithgowshire. 

Thomas Thomson, grocer, Elmfield Place, Dalkeith. 

John Mathieson, cabinetmaker, 7 Vennel, Edinburgh. 

William M'Oartney,' sea-gravel merchant, New Street, Fisherrow. 

William Young, blacksmith, Raw Smithy, Kirknewton. 

The trial then proceeded. 

Eyidence for the Prosecution. 

Sir A. Alison 1. Sir Abchibald Alibon, examined by Mr. Gitford — ^I am 
Sheriff of the county of Lanark. (Shown declarations dated 
22nd March and 2l8t April, 1865.) These declarations were 
emitted by the prisoner at the bar in my presence, freely and 
Toluntarily, in his -sound and sober senses, after receiying the 
usual warning. 
Pater HortoB 2. Pbtbr Morton, examined by Mr. Gitford — ^I am a derk 
in the Sheriff-clerk's office, Glasgow. (Shown declaration 
dated 22nd March, 1865.) That was emitted by the prisoner 
at the bar in my presence, freely and voluntarily, in his sound 
and sober senses, after receiving the usual warning. 
BObsK Wilson 3. RoBBRT Wilsok, examined by Mr. Gifford — ^I am a clerk 
in the Sheriff-clerk's office, Glasgow. (Shown declaration 
dated 2l8t April, 1865.) This was emitted by the prisoner 
in my presence, freely and voluntarily, in his sound and sober 
senses, after receiving the usual warning. 

At this stage the SouciTOR-GEiniRAL moved that the medical 
and other scientific witnesses for the Crown should be allowed 
to be present in Court to hear the evidence, to which motion 
Mr. Clark, for the panel, assented, provided that the medical 
witnesses for both parties should be allowed to be present, and 
that they should be excluded from Court while any evidence of 
medical or scientific opinion was being given. 

The Court granted the motion, with the qualification pro- 
posed by the prisoner's counsel. 

4. Cathxrinb Graham or Lattdcbr, examined by the 
SoucrrOR-GBNBRAL — ^1 am a widow. I was for ten years in the 
service of Dr. Pritchard, the prisoner. I left his service on 
the 16th of February last. I was cook. I left Dr. Pritchard's 
house in October last to visit my brother, who was ill, at Car- 
lisle. He was dead when I arrived. I was away about a 
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fortnight. Mrs. Pritchard was liying in the house when I left, a 
She wa« then quite well. She had not been complaining at 
that time, so far as I knew. Th^ were living in Clarence 
Place, one of the diyisions of Sauchiehall Street. When I 
returned to Glasgow Mrs. Pritchard was not very well. She 
was complaining of cold. The house consisted of four floors, 
one of them a sunk floor. On the sunk floor there were two 
bedrooms, kitchen, larder, and cellar. Mary Mljeod was the 
only other serrant. She and I slept together on the sunk flat. 
On the dining-room floor there were consulting-room, dining- 
room, and pantry; the dining-room was to the front, and the 
consulting-room and pantry to the back. The drawing-room 
floor consisted of drawing-room, ante-drawing-room, and two 
bedrooms. One of these bedrooms was called the spare bedroom. 
One of the children slept in the other bedroom sometimes, 
and latterly it was occupied by Mr. King, who boarded with 
Dr. Pritchard. He came in October, and after he came he 
had that room. The floor above consisted of two good bed- 
rooms, a nursery, and another small bedroom. Dr. Pritchard 
and his wife slept in one of the bedrooms, one of the children 
slept in another, and two of the children in the nursery. 
Thomas Connell, another boarder, slept in the small bedroom. 
The yoimgest child, a girl of five, slept in the room with Dr. 
Pritchard and his wife, in a separate bed. There are flve 
children altogether; the eldest eleven years old. Only four 
of them lived in the house. The eldest, Jane Frances, lived 
with her grandmother at Lauder Road, Edinburgh. At the 
time of my visit to Carlisle the household consisted of Dr. 
Pritchard, his wife, four children, two boarders, Mary M'Leod, 
and myself. When I returned, Mrs. Pritchard was ailing, and 
said she had caught a cold. She was not confined to bed then, 
but was laid up two days after. She was confined to bed for 
four or five days. She was sick sometimes, but I did not see 
it. Mrs. Pritchard herself told me that she was sick. She 
said she was very often sick ; she made no further remark. I 
mean that she had attacks of vomiting. 

Mr. CujtK— Was that what Mrs. Pritchard told you, or Mary 
Mlicodf— They both told me. 

The SoucrroRrGsNSRAL — Did any medical man attend her 
at this timet — No, not that I know of. 

After four or five days being confined to bed, did you see 
that ahe got better! — ^A little better; not much. 

Do you remember her leaving to go to Edinbur^ to visit 
her mother t — ^Yes; I think it would be about the end of 
November. 

Did she appear to be quite well then I — ^No, not quite well. 

Did ahe teU you of her eickness or v(»niting before you went 
i^^ayf — ^It was near the time I left. 
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ClAtttmar Did she take any of the chUdren with herf — ^I do not 
remember. 

Do you recoUect when she returned from Edinburgh 9 — ^It 
was a few days before GhristmaB. 

Did anybody c<»ne with herf — ^Her mother (Mrs. Taylor) and 
Miss Pritchardy her eldest daughter. 

How did she appear to be in health when she returned from 
Edinburgh f— A good deal better. 

Do you know whether she had any sickness or Tomiting 
immediately after her return from Edinburgh T — I think it 
would be a week or more after that. 

Was her husband, the prisoner, living in the house with her 
at home, before she went to Edinburgh and also after she 
returned? — Yes; he remained at home while she was away. 

After she returned from Edinburgh, did you see the sickness 
upon her yourself, or are you speaking merely oi what she told 
youf — I heard her retching, but I did not see her Tomiting. 
This began about a week after her return, as near as I can 
remember. 

Was it a frequent thing with her, this romitingf — ^No^ just 
sometimes. 

What did she say to you about itf — She complained of being 
sick so often, and could not tell the reason why. 

The Lord Justic^Clirk — ^Was this after her return! — ^Yes. 

The Solioitor-^tHniral — ^Did she tell you when it was she 
was sick, what time oi day it was, whether before eating or 
alter itf— It was sometimes after, and at times before eating. 

Where was it that you heard her sick and retching f — ^It was 
once in the pantry after she had come out of the dining-room. 

Was that very shortly after she came from Edinbur^f — ^It 
was about three weeks after. 

Did you see her daily? — ^Yes, I generally saw her every day. 

Did you see whether she was falling off in health or nott-- 
I thou^t she was looking worse. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clirk — ^From the time I heard her 
retching in the pantry, I noticed the decline in her appearance. 

The SouciroR-GBNRRAL — What kind of change was itf — She 
looked pale, and seemed to be losing her strength. 

Did die often speak to you about being frequently sick and 
unable to account for it I — ^No, not often. 

Was she so ill as to be confined to bed after her return from 
Edinburgh and before you leftf — She was ccHifined to bed before 
I left. 

When did she take to her bed, after her return from Edin- 
burgh, I meanf — ^It would be about three weeks, or a little 
more. 

To the Lord Justeo^Clbrk — ^That was just about the time I 
heard her retching in the pantry. 



Evidence for Prosecution. 

The SouGiTOR-GiNBRAL — ^Do you think you can recollect the C. 
day I — ^I cannot. 

On what day were you to have left her service f — ^I was to have 
left on the 2nd February, Candlemas day; but Mrs. Pritchard 
was yery ill that night, which made me stay a little longer till 
they got another servant. 

That is the reason you remained on till the 16th f — Yes, on 
account of her illness and the other servant not having come. 

Then you remember that she had been very ill upon the 
night before you were to have left? — ^Tes, I eiiould have left 
next day, and would have left had it not been for that. 

Tell us what was the first thing you saw wrong with her 
<m the 1st February? — It was sickness and cramp. 

At what time of the day did it come ont — ^In the evening 
after dinner; about six o'clock. 

When had she dinner? — ^Between three and four o'clock. 

Did the prisoner dine witili her? — ^Tes^ I think so. 

Was that the day you heard her sick in the pantry? — ^Tes; 
that was the only day I heard her sick in the pantry. 

Then we have got the date c^ the occurrence now; the day 
before you were to have left, viz., the 1st of February? — ^Yes. 

Where did 49he come from to go to the pantry?— From the 
dining-room. 

Waa the doctor in the house at the time? — I cannot say. 

Did you go to assist her? — ^I did. She rang the bell for 
me, and I went upetairs. 

What bell? — ^Her bedroom bell. She had gone upstairs 
heraelf. 

How long after you heard the sickness in the pantry was it 
that she rang the bell? — ^About half an hour or twenty minutes. 

And how did you find her? — ^Very ill. She was in bed, with 
her clothes on. 

Did she speak to you? — She said, " Catherine^ I have lost my 
senses; I never was so bad as this before." 

Did she complain of anything in particular? — ^No, sir; she 
took cramp directly after I went up. 

Where did the cramp affect her? — ^In her hands and down her 
side. 

To the Lord Justios-Clbrk — It seemed to affect her speech 
a little. 

The Souotor-Gknisral — Did you observe the state of her 
hands? — ^The fingers were straight out and the thumb twisted 
underneath tiiem. She seemed to have no power to put them 
straight. 

How did she look? — Rather flushed. 

Did she not ask for the doctor? — ^No. The doctor wag not 
in the room. 

Did you go to the consulting-room and call him up? — ^I went 
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C. frfttttmw dowDfitairs for him and called him up. I think he came from 
the oonflulting-room. 

Did he go up with you to the bedroom? — ^Tea. 

Did he give her any^ingf — ^Tes, I think it was a little apirits 
and water. 

The first that he saw oi this attack of illness was when he 
went into the bedroom with yout — ^Tes, so far as I know. 

What did he say, or did ho say anything at allf — Not that I 
remember. 

What did he do? — ^He rubbed her hands with mow 

Did you say anything about the cramp f — ^I said it was Tery 
strange. 

Did he make any remark? — Not that I remember. 

Did his wife say anything to him? — ^I did not hetur her say 
anything particular. She seemed in great pain. It was cramp 
in the stomach. 

The cramp was painful, and she felt pain in faer stomach? — 
Yes. 

Did she tell her husband that she had been insensible? — ^I 
cannot say whether she did or not ; but she said so to me. 

How long did you remain with her? — ^Till she was quite free 
from the cramp ; about half an hour. 

What o'clock would it be when you left her? — Perhaps about 
seven. I think her husband was with her when I left her. 

When did you next see her? — ^I saw her that night again 
about nine or ten o'clock. She was easier then, and was much 
better. 

Was she in bed? — ^Tes; she was taken down to the spare 
room. The doctor ordered a fire to be lighted there for her. 

That is a bedroom off the drawing-room? — ^Yes. 

Was she able to walk down? — No, the doctor carried her 
down. 

Did you see her that night again? — ^Tes, later the same night. 
It was about eleyen o'clock when I saw her last. She was 
better, but not welL 

When did you see her next after that? — Next day, about 
elevoi o'clock in the forenoon. She was in bed, but a good 
deal better. She did not complain ol anything, neither of 
weakness nor sickness. 

How long did she remain in bed? — ^Perhaps nearly a week — 
tin her mother, Mrs. Taylor, came. 

Did you see her eyery day? — Yes, just going to see how 
she was. Scxnetimes I took her something to eat. 

Was she, to your knowledge, sick during that time, after 
she took to bed, before her mother came? — She told me herself 
that she had been very sick. 

Was this every day, or not so often? — ^No; sometimes she 
would miss a day. 
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Did tiie other senrant, Mary M'Leod, wait upon her as a rulef C 
—Yes. 

Who took her food into her before Mrs. Taylor camef — ^Mary 
Mljeod generally, and I cooked it. 

Was it told you, as the cook in the house, that what she 
got did not lie on her stomach 1-^No. 

Did you speak to Mrs. Pritchard herself about her sickness f — 
Yes, sometimes. I made the remark that it was strange that 
nothing would do her good. She said nothing seemed to stop 
it. Sl:^ was generally sick after slops, she said, such as tea. 

Did anybody except you cook her food at the time before 
her mother came? — No, sir. 

Who made her tea? — It was generally given in the dining- 
room in a cup, and sometimes it was put into the teapot in 
the dining-room. 

Who took it up to her room f — ^Mary Ml^eod. 

Did anybody else take it, or do you not know what became 
of it after it got into the dining-room? — I do not know anything 
about it after it got into the dining-room. 

During the ten years you were in her service, before the 
time you have mentioned--after your return from Carlisle — was 
she ever sick? — Not that I know of. Her sickness began after 
I returned in October. 

Was she able to go into the drawing-room occasionally before 
her mother came?— -^he was generally confined to bed, but went 
into the drawing-room sometimes; ^e did not lie all day. 

Do you remember when Dr. Cowan came to see her? — ^About 
two or three days before her nwther, Mrs. Taylor, came. He 
came one day and went away the next. He remained all night. 

What time of the day did he go away, do you remember! — 
By a train some time in the evening. 

Where was Mrs. Pritchard when he went away? — ^I think she 
was in the drawing-room. 

The prisoner was at home? — ^Yes; so far as I know, he was 
never from home during the time I have been speaking to. 

Did anything remarkable occur on the night of the day that 
Dr. Cowan left? — It was either that night or the next that Mrs. 
Pritchard had the first cramp. 

Was she not cramped on the 1st February, the night before 
you were to have gone away?— Yes. 

The Lord Justicb-Clirk — How long before you went away 
did Mrs. Taylor come? — About a week; I went on the 16th. 

Then Mra Taylor came about the 10th. How long before that 

would it be that Dr. Cowan came? — ^I cannot tell; but Dr. 

Cowan was gone when Mrs. Pritchard had the first severe cramp. 

Was it the day he left? — ^I think it was the night after. 

The SoLicrroR-GiNBRAii — Do you mean that it was that night 
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or the night after that she told 70U she had been maeoaiblel— 
It was the night after he left. 

On the night that Dr. Cowan left, or the ni^t after, iriiea 
did you first hear any alarm about her being ill 9 — Aboat aiz 
o'clock, when she was in the pantry. 

Do you remember an alarm about midnight one night that 
she was taken Ul with cramp? — Yes. 

And that was the second time she had taken cramp f — ^Yea. 

Was it after you had gone to bed 9 — ^No; I was not in bed. 

Did you hear her calling out as if in pain? — ^Yes. 

Where did the calls come from? — ^From the bedroom. 

Which bedroom? — ^The top bedroom. 

She had been taken back there? — ^Yes. 

To the Lord Justios-Glirk — She was back again in her own 
bedroom at the time this second attack took place. 

The Solicitor-Gbnbral — How long had she been out of her 
own bedroom ? — She might be out of that room about a fortnight 
or more. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clrrk — ^I mean she had been in the spare 
bedroom about a fortnight. She went to the spare bedroom 
on the let February, and remained there for a fortnight; and 
it would be the 14th when she went back to her own bedroom. 
The second attack would be very shcnrtly before I left. 

The Solioitor-Gbxbral — ^When you heard her cry out about 
midnight, was that not the night Dr. Cowan left? — ^Yes; I think 
that would be the night that Dr. Cowan left. I thought she 
had no cramp before Dr. Cowan came, but I think dhe had 
the first attack before he came. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clsrk — I waa confusing those two 
attacks together. 

The Soucitor-Gbneral — ^You now remember it was the Ist 
of February, the day before you should have left, that she was 
taken ill about six o'clock in the afternoon, and rang for you, 
after she had gone up to her bedroom ; and that it was after she 
had returned to her own bedroom upstairs, and you think on 
the night Dr. Cowan left, that she cried out with pain about 
midnight? — ^Yes. 

When you heard the calls of pain from the bedroom, what 
did you do? — I went upstairs to see what waa the matter. Mrs. 
Pritchard was in bed, seemingly in great pain. The doctor 
was with her. 

To the Lord JusticbOlerk — ^I mean the prisoner. 

The Soucitor-Gbkbral — ^And his wife, Mrs. Pritchard, was 
in bed? What state did she seem to be in? — She seemed to be 
under the influence of chloroform. She said she had taken 
chloroform. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clbrk — She was not insensible. She 
told me she had taken it. 
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Ibe SouoTOR-^BNKUL — ^Wm she much excited I — Yerj much. C. 

In whAt state was the prisoner himself ?— Quite calm. He 
did not say anything. He stood by Mrs. Pritchard and tried 
to soothe her. 

What more did she say to youf — She said she would like to 
see another doctor. She said, ''I want to see Dr. Gairdner; 
fetdi Dr. Gairdner.^' That was in the presence of her husband. 
Ifary IfLeod entered the room just after that, and she sent 
Ifary off for the doctor. 

What state were her hands int — ^They were all drawn together 
with cramp. 

Was she calling for another doctcM* before Mary Mljeod came 
into ^e rocMnt — I did not hear what she said before. Mary 
MXeod came straight in after me. I rubbed her hands till 
the cramp left them. 

Did Mary M'Leod bring Dr. Gairdner f — ^Tes; he came 
hnmediately. 

Did you hear Mrs. Pritchard tell him what was the matter f — 
She told him she had taken some chloroform, and she did not 
blame the doctor — ^that she neyer liked chloroform. 

Did she say who had given it to her) — No; she said, ''I do 
not blame the doctor.'' She meant Dr. Pritchard. She did not 
tell me that he had given her the chloroform. 

Did she complain of having been sick that night? — ^No, she 
did not complain at that time. 

At any time that night did you see the mark of vomitingf — 
No; not that night. 

Had ehe any champagne or other wine that day that you know 
oft— No. 

Was she in the habit of taking wine or spirits of any kind) — 
No; she was very temperate. 

Did youy during the whole time of your service, ever see her 
the least under the influence of drink t — ^Never; she had no 
▼ice of that sort. 

When did she take her last meal, the night when you heard 
her cry about midnight) — I cannot tell anything she had except 
a cup of tea that night. That was the last thing she had, as 
tar as I know. 

Did you remain with her all night) — ^Tes. 

Did the prisoner remain alsof — No; he went into the spare 
bedroom. 

In what state was Mrs. Pritchard during the night? — ^Very 
quiet and calm. She slept a little. 

Did she complain oi thirst! — ^Tes; her thirst was not very 
remarkable. 

Did you give her anything? — Just water. 

Did her thirst continue next day? — ^I think it did. I was 
in the room two or three times. 
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Were y<m there sufficiently long to aee that she required 
drink) — ^Tes; I gave her water and a little ioe in it. 

Did she seem to be very weak during the night and neist 
day I — ^Yee, very. 

The following day did Dr. Gairdner call to see her again I — 
Tes; but I was not present when he saw her. 

llien it was after Dr. Gairdner's second visit that Mrs. Taylor 
caznet — ^Yes. 

Now, I want you to recollect carefully the occurrences of 
that night. When you went up to the bedroom and heard her 
cry out with pain about midnight, tell us whether you did not 
hear her say anything besides what you have already said. Did 
you hear her saying anything to her husband) — She said they 
were all hypocrites together. She meant the doctors. She was 
under the influenoe of chloroform and very excited. 

The Lord Justxcs-Clbbk — ^Was that when she was calling for 
Dr. Gairdner) — It waa when Dr. Gairdner was there. 

The Soucitob-Gbnxbal — ^Tell us as exactly as you can the 
very words ) — She bid the doctor not cry, and said, " If you cry, 
you are a hypocrite." 

That was her husband) — ^Tes. 

Was he shedding tears) — I did not notice it. She said, 
" Tou are all hypocrites." 

Did she add Uiat) — ^Tes, when Dr. Gairdner and Dr. Pritchard 
were standing by the fire. 

Too did not see Dr. Pritchard weeping, or pretending to 
weep) — ^No; he stood over Mrs. Pritchard at the bedside, but 
I can't say I saw him weeping. 

Did you think he was) — ^Well, I thought by what Mrs. 
Pritchard said that he was weeping when he was standing over 
her at the bedside. 

Then, was it when he was standing over her at the bedside 
that she said, "Don't cry")— Yes. 

To the best of your recollection, did she say, " Don't cry, yon 
hypocrite," or " Don't cry, for if you do you are a hypocrite ") — 
Yes, these were the words ; she said, " If you cry you are a 
hypocrite." 

[At this stage of the examination Dr. Gairdner, who had been 
sitting with the other medical witnesses, was requested to leave 
the Court.] 

The LoBD Justich-Clbbk — ^Then I understand the words 
were, " Don't cry ; if you do, you are a hypocrite ") — ^Yes. 

Was it at the same time that she said, ** You are all hypo* 
crites ") — ^Not at the same moment, but it was the same night ; 
two or three minutes afterwards. 

What were the words she used) — ^"You are all hypocrites 
together." 

Did she use the word ''doctors"! — ^No; just "You are all 
hypocrites together.** 
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That might have included you as well as the doctors t — I doc. 
not know. 

The SouciroB-GBNERAL — ^When she said to her husband, 
** Don't ciy/' did she say it was he that did itf — No. 

Tou heard nothing like that? — Nothing like that. 

Were you constancy in the room I — ^All that night. 

Before Dr. Gairdner came, when she said she wanted another 
doctor, and named him, did she say anything about hypocrites? 
— No ; it was when Dr. Gairdner was there that she said that. 

A day or two after this, Mrs. Taylor came? — ^Yes. 

Was Mrs. Pritchard in bed then? — ^Tes, I think she was. 
From the time I heard her cry at midnight till her mother came 
she was confined to bed. 

And after her mother came till you left she was generally 
confined to bed? — ^Tes ; she got up till her bed was made, and 
then she went to bed again. 

Was there any other serious attack of illness after her mother 
came? — ^Tes, she had cramp — ^perhaps two or three days after. 

When did it begin ? — It was in the afternoon or evening, but 
I saw her at the time. 

When had she dinner ? — She would have something about one 
o'clock. 

Did she seem to be in the same state as she was on the 
occasion when you went up at midnight? — Not so bad. 

Was the cramp the same ? — ^Tes, it was in her hands, but not 
so bad. She complained of pain in the same way, and seemed 
to be suffering. 

Had you heard of this attack before you went up and saw 
her? — ^Tes ; I think it was that that took me up. 

Was she recovering when you saw her? — ^Tes, she was recover- 
ing, and said to her mother, '* I am not nearly so bad this time 
as I was last." 

Where was the prisoner when she was attacked this time? — 
I don't remember whether he was there or not. 

Do you remember what day of the week this was on? — ^No, 
I cannot, but it was a few days after her mother came. 

Had she any other attack after this before you left? — ^No. 

Tou left on the 16th — after your successor, Mary Patterson, 
came — Cleaving Mrs. Pritchard in bed? — ^Yes. 

Did you come back to the house after that? — ^Yes, several 
times. 

When did you call first? — It would be a week after I left. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clbrk — I did not go to another situa- 
tion ; I stayed in Glasgow with a friend. 

The SoucnETOB-GBNSRAL — Do you remember the day that Mrs. 
Taylor was taken ill immediately before her death ? — ^I saw Mrs. 
Taylor on Friday morning, and I think she died that night or 
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towarda Sunday morning. I did not know of her death tin 
the Mondaj. I had not been in the house. 

On the Friday — the laat day of Mrs. Taylor's life — you called 
at Dr. Pritchard's house and saw herf — ^Yes. 

What time of day was itf — It would be about eleven o'clock 
in the forenoon. 

Did you see Mrs. Taylor first? — ^I saw Mrs. Taylor during the 
time I was in the house. I went to take Mrs. Pritchard's 
youngest child out a walk. 

What passed between you and Mrs. Taylorf — I asked how Mrs. 
Pritchard was, and she said, '^ Well, Catherine, I don't under- 
stand her illness ; she is one day better and two worsa" lliat 
was alL That was the last word I had with Mrs. Taylor. 

Did she say what was wrong with hert — No, she did not 
She did not mention the sickness. 

Did you see Mrs. Pritchard herself that Friday Y — ^Tea^ I saw 
her. I was in Mrs. Pritchard's bedroom when I asked Mrs. 
Taylor that question, and when Mrs. Taylor told me that she 
was better and worse. 

How did Mrs. Taylor herself look at that timet — She looked 
wearied, and not so well, I thou^t ; but she did not oomplain 
of anything. 

She was up and dressed t — ^Tes, and going about. 

Before you left, Mrs. Taylor slept with her daughter on the 
top floor, I believe! — Yes, always while she was there. 

The LoBD Justicb-Clbbx — ^In the same room! — ^Tes. 

The SouGETOB-GxNBBAL — And acted as her nurse and attend- 
ant, as a mother might be expected to dot — Yes. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbbx: — ^The prisoner did not sleep with his 
wife at that timet — ^No; he slept downstairs. 

The Soucitob-Gbnbral — ^Aiter Mrs. Taylor came, did yon 
continue to make all her food, or did Mrs. Taylor xnake some 
of it herself t — ^Mrs. Taylor made some of it herself. 

It was not your duty to attend upon her at her meals, and to 
take up her tanner or tea, and you cannot speak about that! — 
No ; I took her up very little. Sometimes I took her up a 
potato, which she liked, and said it stayed best with her, and 
sometimes a poached egg. 

But anything prepared in the kitchen was cooked either 
by you or by Mrs. Taylor after she camet — Yes. 

When did you call again after this Friday t — On Monday 
morning. 

That is, the Monday after Mrs. Taylor died t— Yet; that 
was when I first heard of her death. 

Who did you see that day t— Dr. Pritchard was in the lobby 
when I went in. 

Did he say anything to you, or you to himt — ^He said they 
had a sad house to-day. The two servants were standing in 
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the pantry, and I went past him to them. I asked what was C. Lattlmer 
the matter, and they said Mrs. Taylor was dead and taken to 
Edinburgh. 

Did you tee Mrs. Pritchard? — Not that day. 

When did you next see hert — I think it was the next day — 
Tuesday. She was just ooming out of her bedroom into the 
drawing-room. 

Did you go into the drawing-room with hert— Yes. 

How was she? — She was very poorly, and in grief about her 
mother. 

Was she very emaciated? — Tes, very thin and weak. 

Did she tell you anything about her health at this time ? — No, 
she did not. 

Do you remember preparing some tapioca for Mrs. Taylor and 
Mrs. Pritchardf — Yes, well. It was a few days after Mrs. 
Taylor came to the house. 

Do you remember the day of the week? — I scarcely can. 

Didn't you forget to get it on the Saturday? — Mary M'Leod 
went to order it for anything that I know. I did not see who 
brought it. 

Is there anything that brings to your recollection that it was 
a Monday? — I cannot bring that to my recollection, but it was 
shortly after Mrs. Taylor came. 

Who ordered you to prepare it? — Mary M'Leod told me that 
Mrs. Pritchard would like a little tapioca. 

She brought the message to you to prepare it? — ^Yes. 

Where did you get the tapioca? — It was bought from Burton 
k Henderson, the grocers. 

Who gave it to you? — I cannot positively say. It was 
brought down into the kitchen. I think very likely Mary 
Mliood would bring it to me. 

What was it in?— In a paper bag. 

Had the bag been opened apparently when it was brought 
to you? — I did not notice whether it had been or not. 

You made some tapioca? — ^Yes. 

Did you take it to the ladies, or send it ug? — There was 
about half a breakfast cupful made, and Mary Mliood took it up 
• to the dining-room to Mrs. Taylor. She said she was not to take 
it to Mrs. Pritchard herself, but that Mrs. Taylor would take it 
to her. 

Do you know how long it stood after it was made, before it 
was taken up? — It stood about half an hour or twenty minutes 
in the dining-room. 

Mr. Clark — ^How do you know? — Mary Mliood told me that 
it was there. 

The SoLicrroB-GBNHBAL — Did you see it there yourself? — ^No ; 
t cannot say I did 
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C.Lattlmer Then 70U know nothing about it except what Mary Mljeod 
told jout — ^Nothing. 

Did jou speak to the ladies about the tapioca afterwards t— 
I asked Mrs. Pritchard how she liked the tapioca, and she said, 
*' It was not yeiy good, Catherine ; it was rather tasteless " ; 
and I think Mrs. Taylor made an observation of the same 
kind. 

Did you yourself not say that it would not be very nice I — ^I 
said it was rather thin, being the first that I had made, and that 
if I had known it would stand so long I would have miade some 
fresh. I thought the standing had made it worse. 

That was in consequence of what you had heard about its 
standing so longf — Tes. 

Did you yourself put anything into the tapioca 1 — No. 

What was in it besides water! — Nothing but the tapioca and 
the water. 

Any salt! — I don't think thwe was salt or sugar in it. Mn. 
Pritchard liked to put sugar in anything she got herself. 

But you put no substance into it that could hurt anybody f — 
Nothing at alL 

Did you put anything into any of the food which you oookedf 
— ^No. 

What was done with the packet of tapioca after you had 
made some for the ladies on tiiat occasion) — It was left in the 
press in the kitchen. 

Did you find it there after the prisoner was apprehendedl — 
When Mr. Gemmell, the procurator-fiscal, asked for it, I told him 
there would be some of it very likely in the house. 

Did you see it there) — Tes, it was in that press. 

Who was the officer who was present) — I think it was Murray, 
the sheriff-officer. [Shown No. 84.] 

Is that the bag which was found in the press by Murray in 
your presence, and was taken possession of by him 9— It may be, 
but I cannot swear to it. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbbk — ^When was the bag found in the 
press) — It was after I was brought back from Edinburgh to 
Glasgow. 

And that bag which has been shown to you is the same sort 
of bag, and about the same size) — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clabk — Did the prisoner and his wife 
lire happily together) — ^Yes. 

Was he attentive to her in her illness) — ^Yes. 

Do you remember seeing Mrs. Pritchard after Mrs. Taylor's 
death, and speaking about a nurse) — ^Yes. 

When was that) — ^It was after I left her service. I asked 
Mrs. Pritchard if sBe would not like to have a nurse. She said, 
*' No, Catherine ; I do not like strangers.'' 

Did she say anything morel— "It was my own fault," she 
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said, '' that I have not got a nurse, for the doctor wished me to C. Lattlmep 
get one." 

The Lord Justicb-Cliibx — Meaning her husband t — ^Tes. 

Mr. Clabk — ^Are jou satisfied that she had an attack of 
cramp before Dr. Cowan camel — I think so. The first attack 
was before Dr. Cowan came, and the second after he left. 

When you heard Mrs. Pritchard call out at midnight upon the 
occasion you have spoken to, were you and Mary M'Leod both 
downstairs! — ^Yes. , 

Were you in the room before Mary came? — Yes; she came 
immediately after. 

Then whenever Mary came in did Mrs. Pritchard tell her to 
go for the doctor) — Yes. 

That was the first thing that you heard? — ^Yee. 

Dr. Pritchard was in the room when you went up? — Yee. 

She had said nothing that you heard until she told Mary 
Mlieod to go for Dr. Gairdner?— She did not say anything par- 
ticular, but she seemed to be in great pain and under the 
influence of chloroform. 

She said nothing that you heard about this time of hypocrites ? 
— ^Not at that time. 

Was Dr. Gairdner in the room at the time tihe word was 
used? — ^Yes. 

And it was not used before he came? — No. 

Whq (else wafi in the room besides Dr. Gairdner? — Dr. 
Pritchard, Mary M'Leod, and myjself. 

Were you in the room all the time Dr. Gairdner was there? — 
Yes. 

Wa« Mary M'Leod in the room all the time Dr. Gairdner was 
there? — I think she was. 

And you heard all that was said during that time, and saw all 
that was done? — ^Yes. 

Mrs. Pritchard was very much excited during that time? — Yes. 

When you got the tapioca, was it not Mary M'Leod that 
brought it to you? — I think so. 

Have you any doubt about that? — It was brought downstairs 
into the kitchen. . 

And by Mary M'Leod?— Yes. 

Did it appear to be unopened when you got itf — I did not 
notice it ever having been touched. 

After you made the tapioca you put the bag away in the 
press yourself? — ^Yes. 

When it was found in the press, did it appear to be in the 
same condition as when you put it there? — ^Yes. 

You did not make any more tapioca from the bag? — ^No. 

The Lord Justicb-C^brk — ^There was just one making of 
tapioca? — Just one that I know of. 

Mr. Clark — Dr. Pritchard kept medicine, I believe, in his 
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ciAtitmar lioueef — Tee; but I did not see much of it. I think tliere 
was chloroform in the house. 

But did he not keep it in the oonsulting-room f — ^No; I did 
not notioe any. 

Was he not in the habit of dispensing medicine f — ^No ; I think 
he generally gave prescriptions for his medicines. 

Were there no bottles or other things of that sort in the 
consulting-room t — ^There were a good many botiJee, but I did 
not know what they contained. 

Tou know that things of that kind were kept in the consulting- 
room ? — ^Yes. 

Was the place in which they were kept open or locked t — 
Sometimes open and sometimes locked; it was not always 
locked. 

Was Dr. Pritchard in the house at the time the tapioca 
was brought t — ^Not so far as I know. 
Mary lI*Laod 5. ICabt M'Lbod, examined by the Soligetob-Gbniral — ^I am 
seventeen next October. I entered the service of Dr. Pritdiard 
at Whitsunday, 1863. I was housemaid and nurse. I was 
under fifteen when I went. I remember Catherine, the cook, 
going to Carlisle to see her brother. Mrs. Pritchard had a little 
cold at that time, but was well otherwise. She went to 
Edinburgh about the end of November to her father's. 

The Soucttob-Gbmiral — Now, between the time that she first 
took ill, when Catherine was away, and her going to her father's, 
was her health generally good or bad) — She did not complain 
of an3rthing in particular. 

Was she sometimes sick before she went to Edinburgh I — ^Tes; 
not so often as she was after she returned, but still often. 

Tou had charge of attending her bedroom f — ^Tes. 

When was she generally sick — ^at what time of day? — Some- 
times after dinner, and sometimes before dinner. 

Before she went to Edinbur^, and some time before 
Catherine returned from Carlisle, was she confined to bedl — 
Yes ; not very long. 

When she was confined to bed, was she generally sick every 
day f — Sometimes ; she was not sick every day. 

Then all you can say i^ that she was very often sick, but that 
she sometimes got better before she went to Edinburgh I — ^Tes. 

Was there any doctcn* attending her besides her husband 
before she went to Edinburgh I — No. 

Did she get any medicine, so far as you know? — ^Tee. 

What m^icine? — I could not say what. 

Did you procure it for her I — ^Tes; it was some white liquid 
in a doctor's bottle. 

Was it clear like water, or white like milkt — White like milk. 

What it was you don't know I — ^No. 

Did she get anything else? — ^Yes ; red powders. 
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Where were these gotf — I ordered them. The doctor gave Maxr M'Uod 
me a line to go for th^cn. 

To the Lord Justigb-Clbbk — ^The prisoner gave me a pre- 
scription to get them. 

The Solicttob-Ghnsral — ^And some of these powders were in 
the house after the prisoner was apprehended? — ^Tes; I told 
where they were to be found. 

When did Mrs. Pritchard return from Edinburgh f — Shortly 
before Christmas ; less than a week. 

And her mother and her eldest daughter came with her and 
remained a short timet — ^Yee. 

How long did they remain? — Some days. 

After she returned from Edinburgh, had she any sickness) — 
Tes; some time after. 

How was she when she came back? — She seemed to have a 
little cold. She was sick a few days after she came back. 

What was the sickness you saw a few days after she returned 
from Edinburgh? — She was vomiting in the pantry. 

That adjoins the dining-room? — ^Yes. 

At what time of day was it? — ^It was at night. 

To the LoBD JusTiGB-CuBBX — ^About twelve o'clock at night. 

The Solicitob-Genbral — Did she leave the dining-room to 
go into the pantiy? — ^Yes. 

Had she been there alone? — Ycb, 

How long had she been alone from the time the rest of the 
family had gone away? — Not long. 

Her mother was staying with her then? — ^Tes. 

Had they gone to bed? — ^They had gone to their bedrooms. 

And Dr. Pritchard, the prisoner, where was he? — Upstairs, in 
his bedro(xn. 

Then was it just after the others had retired to reet that you 
heard her go into the pantry and become sick? — ^Yes. 

Where were you at the time? — I was downstairs. I heard 
her retching, and went to her in the pantry. 

And how did you find her? — She was very sick, and vomiting. 

Did she say anything to you? — No; she did not speak. I 
gave her hot water. 

Did you aee any more of her that night? — ^No ; I saw her next 
morning in her bedroom. 

And how was she? — She was a little better. 

Did she remain in her bed a part of the next day? — Tes; till 
between twelve and one o'clock. She got up then. 

Before that she had been getting up to breakfast at the usual 
time? — ^Tes; about nine. 

Did she seem unwell when you saw her next day — ^that day 
«he remained in bed till twelve or one o'clock — did she look 
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Mary M'LMd Now, after this, did sickness come upcm her frequently f— 
Yes ; almost every day. 

And when was she generally sick — ^what time of die dayf — 
Between four and five o'clock. 

The LoBD Justicb-Clbbk — ^Was that after dinner? — ^Yes; the 
dinner hour was half-past three o'clock. 

The SoucrroR-GBNBitAL — ^Then she was conmionly sick about 
an hour after dinner f — Yes. 

Was she sick at any other time of the day, or was she only 
sick once a dayf — Sometimes she was sick at other times. 

To the Lord Justics-Clebk — She was sometimes sick in the 
forenoon. 

The Sougitob-Ghnbral — ^How long after breakfast? — ^About 
one o'clock. 

And when did she conunonly breakfast? — ^About nine o'clock. 

Now, I am speaking of the time before she took to her bed, 
and was confined to bed. Was she sometimes sick during the 
night? — ^Yes. 

How do you know that? — Sometimes she would tell me her- 
self, and I had to remove her slops from the bedroom. 

Did you see from these that she had been sick during the 
night?— Sometimes they would be emptied by the doctor. 

How do you know that? — ^Mrs. Pritchard would tell me. 

The LoBD Justicb-Clbbk — ^How did she come to tell you that 
the doctor emptied the slops? — ^There was no one in the room 
to do it but him. 

Then it was your own opinion that he did so, and Mrs. 
Pritchard never told you that the doctor had taken away what 
she had vomited? — ^No. 

The LoBD Justicb-Clbbk — Now, you must try and speak out ; 
it was from your not speaking out that that mistake was very 
nearly arising, and it might have been a very serious one. 

The Soucitor-Gbnbral — Did she frequently complain to you 
of having been sick during the night? — ^Whenever she was sick 
during the night she remained in her bed for a time next day. 

And upon these occasions she told you she had been sick 
tiuring the night? — ^Yes. 

What did she say about her sickness ? — She said, " I wonder 
when this sickness is going to stop." 

Was that a thing that she said once, or did she say so often? 
—Often, 

Was she able to account for it by what she had eaten, or in 
any way? — No. 

Now, when did she take to her bed perman^itly after return- 
ing from Edinburgh? Do you remember Dr. Gairdner coming? 
—Yes. 

How long before that was it that she first took to her bed 
for a long time? — I do not remember. 
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The Lord Justicb-Clebx — Had she been confined to bed for Mary MM 
Bome time before Dr. Gairdner came? — ^Tes. 

The Soucitor-Gbnebal — How long had she been confined to 
bedt Was it a few days, or more? — ^A few days. 

Do you remember her being taken ill when she was writing 
in the consulting-room? — Yes. 

Tell us all that you know about that. How do you know 
that she was writing in the consulting-room, and how do you 
know she was ill? — I was in the consulting-room, and saw her 
writing there. 

How long was that before Dr. Gairdner came — ^was it about 
the beginning of February? — I do not remember; but it was 
some time before Dr. Gairdner came. 

Now, after you were in the consulting-room, and saw her 
there writing ; what next did you see of her ? — She came out to 
the pantry, and was vomiting there. 

Were you in the consulting-room when she went into the 
pantry?— No; I saw her come out, and go to the pantry, and 
heard that she was sick. 

What time would that be? — About three o'clock in the 
afternoon. 

Was it after dinner? — No; it was before dinner. 

How long was it before this that you had seen her writing ? — 
Not very long. 

She was very sick in the pantry; you heard that from the 
sound, or did you go in and see her?---I went in and saw her. 
She vomited. 

Where did she go after leaving the pantry? — Upstairs to her 
bedioom. 

Did you go with her? — ^Yes ; it was on the top flat. 

Was she weak, and did she need help upstairs? — ^Tes. 

Did you take anything up to her? — Yes; hot water for her 
feet. 

Where was the prisoner at the time? — I think he was out 
when she was vomiting in the pantry. 

Did you see him after she had gone upstairs to her bed- 
room? — ^Yes; when I came downstairs. 

Had Catherine not gone up? — No. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrx — How long after she had taken ill 
was it that you saw the prisoner downstairs ? — ^Almost directly. 

I suppose he came in just in time for dinner? — ^Yes. 

The Soucitor-Gbnbral — ^The dinner was at half -past three? 
—Yes. 

Did he go up then to his wife's room ? — No ; after he had his 
dinner I l£ink he went up. 

The Lord Jubticb-Clbrk — Did you tell him she had been 
taken ill?— Yes. 
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miyVLMd The S<»joitob-Ginbraii — ^Before dinner 1 — ^Tes; i! be went 
up before dinner I don't reoollect. 

Ton mean that he may have gone without jour recoUectingf 
—Yes. 

But you do recollect his going up after dinner! — Tea. 

Was Mrs. Pritchard put to bed? — ^Tes. 

Were her clothes taken offt — ^No. 

What seemed to be the matter with her when she had got 
into bed, anything but the weakness after such sickness as she 
had m the pantry? — ^No ; she did not complain of anything to 
me except cold. She said her feet and hands were oold. 

Was anything else the matter with her feet and hands except 
that they were cold! — No. 

Did she say anything about that attack to you, or giro you any 
account of itf — No. 

Did she say anything at allt — ^No ; not that I remember. 

Did you see an3rthing of her during the ni^tt — Tes; the 
bell was rung by her about seven o'clock at night, and Catherine 
went up. 

Did you not go up 9 — She went up for me. I was out at 
the time. As I was coming in, Catherine was coming down- 
stairs. 

Did you go up then to your mistress's room? — Catherine came 
down and wanted the doctor to come up ; and both the doctor 
and Catherine went up. 

Did you go up with the doctor? — No; I went downstairs to 
make some tea. They wanted me to light the fire in the spare 
room, and to bring Mrs. Pritchard down there. 

You did light it?— Yes. 

Who told you to do that? — Either the doctor or Catherine. 

Did you see her broi^ht down? — ^Yes; she was brought 
down in the doctor's arms. He carried her. 

Was she confined to bed after this for some time? — ^Yes; a 
few days. 

Did you see her during these few days? — ^Yes. 

Was she attacked wil£ sickness? — ^Yes. 

When she was in the spare room after she had been carried 
down by her husband, in attending to the room as housemaid, 
did you see what she had vomited? — ^Yes. 

And did you speak to her about her sickness, or did she speak 
to you? — Sometimes I would be in the room when she was 
vomiting. 

Was the vomiting severe when you saw it? — Sometimes it 
was worse than others. 

From what you saw of her, can you tell us when that usually 
happened, was it generally after she had had something to eat, 
or before? — ^After she had something. 
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Who took her food to her when she was in the bedroom f — Vvy M'l 
Sometimes it was taken by me and at other times bj Catherine. 

Was it ever taken up by anybody else J— Sometimes the doctor 
took up her breakfast to her, and sometimes he did not. 

Did he sometimes take her tea up to her? — ^Yes. 

The Lord Justigb-Clbbk — ^Tou have seen the doctor take up 
her breakfast) and her tea also? — ^Tee. 

The SoLiaTOR-GiNBRAL — Was it he commonly who took up 
her tea, or was it you or Catherine f — It was taken by the three 
of us. It was sometimes the one and sometimes the other. 

The Lord Justigb-Clkrx — Either you or he or Catlierine took 
up all that was got in the way of food? — ^Tes. 

The SoucrroB-GBNERAL — ^Did Catherine take food to her 
often, or very seldom? — ^When Catherine was there she took 
it up very often. 

As often as you ? — I don't recollect. 

Tou remember that occasion, before Dr. Gairdner was called 
in, about the attack of illness which she had? — ^Yes. 

When did you first hear of it? — ^My first intimation of it was 
by Catherine going upstairs. 

Did you hear Mrs. Prftchard cry out with pain? — ^Yes. 

About what time of night? — ^About twelve o'clock or past 
twelve. 

The Lord Justicb-Clrbx — ^Tou and Catherine went up? — 
Yes. 

The SouoiTOR-GiNXBAL — ^Whicb of you were in the room 
first ? — Catherine 

Were you close together? — ^Yes. 

How did you find Mrs. Pritchard? — She was undressed, and 
in bed. 

The Lord Jubticb-Clbrk — ^What did you see remarkable about 
her? — She had been seized with cramp. 

The Soucitor-Gbnbral — Did she seem to be in pain? — ^Yes. 

Was she excited? — ^Yes. 

Did she complain of pain in any particidar place? — ^Not to me. 

Or in your hearing?— No ; just of pain generally. 

Was her husband there ^Yes; he was attending to her. 

But what was he doing to show his attention — ^was he rubbing 
her hands or doing anything else to relieve her? — Catherine 
and he were putting hot and cold water on her hands. 

Was he excited, or quite cool and calm? — ^He was excited — 
he was sorry that Mrs. Pritchard was ill. 

How did he show his sorrow — ^was he crying? — ^Yes. 

Did she say anything to him? — I did not hear her say any- 
thing to him ; I wa« sent away for Dr. Gairdner. 

Before you went away for the doctor, did you hear her say 
anything to her husband when he was crying? — ^I heard her 
saying something to him after I returned. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

Hai7 M'LMd Not before you went awajf — Not that I recollect. 

Before you went away for Dr. Gairdner, what did she say 
about a doctor? — Whenever I went into the room, abe said, 
"Go away for another doctor directly, Mary." 

Did she say anything elsef — She said, "Be sure to go; I 
want another doctor." 

Was Dr. Pritchard crying at this timef — ^It was after I re- 
turned that he was crying. 

Are you sure he was not crying before you went away 9 — ^I 
am not sure. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbbk — ^You are not sure whether it was 
before or after) — I am not sure. I saw him crying after I 
returned; but I am not sure if he did so before. 

The SouGiToa-GBNBRAL — ^Are you really sure that he was 
not crying before you went away for the doctor I — I am not 
sure whether he was crying before or not; but I am certain 
that he was crying after I returned. 

Now, what was it she said to him after you returned? — She 
asked him not to cry. She said, " Don't cry, you hypocrite ; 
if you cry, it was you that did it." As far as I can remember, 
these were the words. 

Was Dr. Gairdner present when she said tbds, or was it 
before he came? — ^I think he was in the room, but I don't 
remember very welL 

Now, I do not want to press you about anything, but I wish 
you to remember as exactly as you can. Was what you have 
told us now not said before you went for the doctor, when Mrs. 
Pritchard was crying out that she wanted another doctor, and 
telling you to go? — I think it was after. 

Did die only say that once? — I do not think I heard her more 
than once. 

Now, after this did Mrs. Pritchard become very unwell till 
her mother came? — ^Her mother came in a day or two after- 
wards. 

Did her sickness continue till that time? — ^Yes. 

And anything else excepting sickness — cramp? — I do not 
think she was attacked with cramp between that night and 
the time that Mrs. Taylor came. 

After Mrs. Taylor came, how was Mrs. Pritchard — ^was she 
confined to bed chiefly? — ^Tes. 

And were you frequently with her when Mrs. Taylor was 
there? — ^Mrs. Taylor slept with her and attended upon her. 

But did not you continue as housemaid to wait upon the 
room, and you saw Mrs. Pritchard, I suppose, every day? — 
Tes, several times. 

Did you speaik to her about the state of her health every 
day? — ^I always asked her if she was better. Sometimes she 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

said she was much the same, sometimes that she was a little Vary M'L 
better, and at other times she was worse. 

Was she sick every day during the time her mother was with 
her? — She was not sick every day. 

Was she sick most days?— She was sick almost every day. 

But these days when she was sick, was she sick only once 
a day, or generally more than once?— I cannot tell. 

Did she complain of great thirst? — Tes. 

Anything else? — Of great heat in her head and pain in her 
stomach. 

Was Dr. Pritchard in the house all the while that Mrs. 
Taylor was there? — He was not in the house all day; but was 
living at home. 

And took his meals at home? — ^Yes. 

When had he dinner generally at that time? — ^At half -past 
three. 

When had Mrs. Pritchard her dinner usually when her mother 
was with her? — ^Between one and two generally. 

Was Dr. Pritchard sometimes with her when she took her 
dinner? — He was sometimes in the room with her when she 
dined. 

Often? — He would not be every day. 

That is not an answer to the question. Was he commonly 
there when she had her dinner? — Not so often as not. 

Who made her tea? — Sometimes I did, and sometimes the 
cook. 

Who poured it out for her? — It was poured out for her in the 
dining-room. 

By whom? — By the doctor, or by whoever was at the table. 

Did you see it done? — Yes. 

Who else was at the table except the doctor? — Her mother. 

It was sometimes poured out by the doctor, and sometimes 
by Mrs. Taylor?— Yes. 

Who prepared her bread and put the butter upon it? — ^Mrs. 
Taylor, when she was there. 

And who else when she was not there? — It was done by 
herself. 

What I mean is, did Dr. Pritchard ever put the butter upon 
her bread? — ^Yes. 

Mr. Glabx — Have you seen this? — Yes. 

The Soligitor-Gbnbral — After Mrs. Taylor's death — on 25th 
February — ^who was in the habit of taking Mrs. Pritchard's 
meals to her? — Her breakfast and tea were generally taken up 
to her by the doctor or one of the children. 

That is, he either took them up himself from the dining- 
room, or sent one of the children with them? — ^Yes, or me. 

By whom was her dinner taken up after Mrs. Taylor's death? 
— Generally by me. 
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Dn Pritcliard. 

■ftnrH'LMi The Lobd Justioi-Clbbx — ^With regard to the dinner, did 
you take it straight from the kitchen) — Yes. 

The SouGETOB^BNBBAii — ^What did her dinner consist off- 
Chicken or fish ; that was what she generally liked. 

Before Mrs. Taylor's death, did she send you to a druggist's 
to buy a bottle of Battley's Solution) — ^Mrs. Taylor sent ma 

How long before her death) — ^The Monday before. 

Where did you buy it) — ^At Murdoch Brothers. 

Did she give you a bottle to get filled, or did jou buy it 
there) — She gave me a bottle to get filled. 

Is that the sort of botfle [shown No. 851)— Yes. 

Is that the same bottle you took) — ^I could not say ; but it is 
something like it. 

How much did you pay for it) — Ss. 4d. 

Did you give it to Mrs. Taylor with the mixture in it) — Yes. 

Did you see the bottle, or one like it, after Mrs. Taylor's 
death)— Yes; in the bedroom. 

Did you find it in her pocket) — No. 

Was Mrs. Taylor in good health herself from the time she 
came tiQ the day before she died, or did you see anything the 
matter with her) — She had a cold when she came. 

When did she begin to complain about anything else) — She 
never complained of anything else till the day before she died. 

What did she complain of to you the day before she died)— 
She wanted to be sick. 

What time of day) — ^iibout five o'clock she said to me she 
was not well. 

That is Friday, the 24th)— Yes. 

The Lobd Justici-Clsbx — ^In the morning) — ^No; the after- 
noon. 

She was unwell, and wanted to be sick) — She said she wanted 
to be sick, and could not vomit. 

The Sougitob-Gbnbbal — ^Was that long after five o'clock) — ^It 
was between six and seven. 

Did she say what she thought was the matter with her) — 
She said she thought it was from being confined too much in 
the same room ; she thought she had got the same complaint 
as her daughter, Mrs. Pritchard. 

Well, what did she do then) — She came downstairs from her 
daughter's bedroom. 

Was it in Mrs. Pritohard's bedroom where she said she wanted 
to be sick, and that she {bought she had the same oomplaint as 
her daughter) — ^Yes. 

Where did she go after she came downstairs) — I think she 
went into the dining-room or drawing-room. 

Did she not go to the consulting-room and write letters) — 
Not at that time. 



Evidence for Prosecution. 

When was that?— After tea. lUry ■•] 

Where had she tea! — In the dining-room, with the rest of 
the family. 

The Lord Justiob-Clbbk — ^Was the prisoner there? — ^Yes. 

And the children? — ^Yes; I did not see her taking tea, but 
she was in the dining-room when the tea was on the table. 

The SoucrroR-GiNXRAL — ^What time was that? — About seven 
or past seven. 

When did she leave the dining-room? — ^I came downstairs 
and left her there. 

You said she was in the consulting-room later at night ; did you 
see here there? — I went downstairs, and she came to the stair- 
head and called me, and sent me out for sausages for her supper. 

And 70U went and got them? — Yes. 

And when jou came back jou found her writing in the 
oonsulting-room? — ^I knew that she was there. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbbx — How did you know it? — ^Because she 
was not in the dining-room. 

The SoucrroB-GBinniAL — Did you not see her there? — No. 

Did you not see her again that night? — ^Yes; she met me 
going upstairs to the drawing-room. 

And ihe must have come out of the consulting-room, for she 
was not in the dining-room ? — Yes ; I had come up from the 
kitchen. 

What did she say to you? — ^Nothing. 

What o'clock would it be? — ^About nine o'clock. 

Where did she go at this time when you met her on the 
stair? — I think she went up to her daughter's bedroom, where 
she slept. 

When did you next see or hear of her? — Up in the bedroom. 

Were you sent for when the bell was rung, soon after she 
went up? — ^Yes ; not very long. 

But was it two or three minutes, or an hour or so? — It was 
more than two or three minutes. 

The Lord Justiob-Clbrk — ^Was it about half an hour or a 
quarter of an hour? — ^About half an hour — I don't think quite 
as much. 

The Solioitob-Gbnbral — ^You answered the bell? — ^Yee. 

What was she doing — ^was she in bed when you went up? — 
She was sitting on a chair. 

And she wanted hot water? — ^Yes; she said it was to make 
her vomit. 

Did you go for the water? — ^Yes. 

Where was Mrs. Pritchard at the time? — ^In her bed. 

Did Mrs. Taylor take the hot water when you took it up to 
her?— Yes. 

Did Mrs. Pritchard give you any message when you went up 
for the water? — She desired me te go for the doctor. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

MMoey H'LMd Did you go for the prisoner) — ^Tes. 

Where did you find him I — ^He wae engaged in the consulting- 
room. 

Do you mean there was a patient with him f — ^Tes. 

Did he come to Mrs. Pritchard's bedroom, where his mother- 
in-law was f — ^Tes ; but not then. 

How long after? — ^Very soon after; within a few minutes. 

After the person who was with him went away I — ^Yes. 

Did you go with him yourself, or did you go up before himf— 
The bell was rung again b^ore the doctor went. 

And did you go up I — ^Yes ; Mrs. Taylor was in the bedroom. 

Was she as well as she had been, or worse? — She appeared to 
me much the same ; she was not any better at any rate. 

But was she not worse) — She was worse when I went up the 
third time. 

What was wanted the second time the bell rang! — ^More hot 
water; I took it up. 

Did she take itf — Yes. 

Did she try to vomit both times that she took the water t— 
Yes ; she did not Tomit, but threw up a little water. 

Did the bell ring the third timet — Yes. 

Was that before the doctor had gone upt — ^The doctor wai 
up by that time. 

How did you find Mrs. Taylor thenf — She was sitting on a 
chair. 

What state was ^e in f — ^Insensible. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrx — ^Wae she still in the chair) — ^Yea. 

The Soucitor-Gbnbbal — Was her head hanging down on her 
breast? — ^Yes; I think her eyes were shut. 

Was Mrs. Pritchard still in bed? — She had got up beside her 
mother. The prifloner was in the room. 

What was done? — She was put to bed, without taking her 
clothes off. 

Who lifted her?— The doctor and I. 

Was Mrs. Pritchard herself sick that evening f — ^Yes; I saw 
her. 

Was that when her mother was in the bedro<»n, or before 
she had gone up? — ^Before Mrs. Ta,j\or had gone up. 

Was it after she had had her tea? — I don't know if she had 
any tea that night cm- not. 

The Lord Justiob-Clbrk — ^Did what she vomit appear to you 
to be tea? — ^I forget what it was like. 

Was it after teartime when Mrs. Pritchard became sick? — 
Yes. 

The SouciTORrGBNSRAL — ^Af ter Mrs. Taylor was lifted into bed 
how long did she live? — ^Till about twelve or half-past twelve; 
I think a little past twelve. 

Was anybody sent for? — Yes, Dr. Paterson. 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

Did he comet— Yee. "mt ■•Leod 

How long before she died? — I think it would be between ten 
and eleven when he was there. 

Did Mrs. Taylor ever speak again, so £ar as you heard, after 
she was put to bed? — I don't think she did. 

And she died where the prisoner and you laid her down 
in bed with her clothes on? — ^Yes. 

When was Mrs. Taylor's body removed? — On Monday. 

Mra Pritchard, you said, had been sick the evening before 
her mother died. How was she afterwards? — She was a little 
better on the Saturday and Sunday, but she was sick on 
Sunday afternoon. 

Was she not vcxniting on Saturday or Sunday? — She was 
vomiting on Sunday; on Saturday she did not vomit, that I 
remember. 

Was Dr. Pritchard at home both on Saturday and Sunday? — 
Yes. 

When did he go to Edinburgh? — On Monday. 

After Lor mother's death, was Mrs. Pritchard brought down 
to the spare bedroom ? — ^Yee ; she was brought down when Mrs. 
Taylor died. 

Was she able to walk down? — I did not see. 

What time on the Sunday was it that die was sick? — In the 
afternoon — after dinner. 

Where did she dine that day? — She dined in the drawing-room, 
past four o'clock. 

Was anybody with her? — ^Two Miss Lairds were in the room 
with her, but they did not dine with her. 

Was Dr. Pritchard there?— No. 

Where was he? — ^In the dining-room. 

Was the dinner sent from the dining-room to her? — ^Yes. 

Who took it up?— I did. 

What was it? — Roast beef and potatoes. 

Who gave it to you to take up ?— The doctor. 

When did she become sick? — Some time in the afternoon. 

How long after dinner? — It was shortly before tea. 

On the Monday Dr. Pritchard went to Edinburgh? — ^Yes; I 
ihink so. I know he left the house along with Dr. Taylor to 
go to Edinburgh by the eleven o'clock train. 

Had Mrs. Pritchard her breakfast before he went? — ^I don't 
remember. I think she had. 

Was she iH after breakfast? — ^No; she got up almost directly, 
before Mrs. Taylor's body was taken away. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^Then ^e was not sick on the 
Monday morning? — ^No; I don't think she was. 

The Solicitor-Gbnisral — Did she go into the drawing-room 
after breakfast that Monday morning? — ^Yes. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

Mary H'Leod Did i^e Tomit in the drawing-room shortly after going inf — 
No; not that I remember. 

She lived for about three weeks after thisf — Yea. 

Did she get better, or did she continue ill the whole timet— 
Much the same. 

Was she chiefly confined to bedf — She generally got up about 
one o'clock, and remained up till ten, and ecHnetimes later. 

Do you mean she remained up till bed-time at night f — ^Tes; 
in the drawing-room. 

Did you see a good deal of her every day? — Tee. 

Was she commonly sick every day after her motlier's death? — 
She was much the same. 

Was she then sick two or three times a day I — ^No; generally 
only once; sometimes twice. 

Can you tell me the times of day at which she was oommooly 
sick? — Sometimes before and sometimes after breakfast 

Was it most commonly before breakfast, or after it? — ^After 
breakfast. 

And at what other time? — In the afternoon — after dinner. 

How long after dinner? — ^Fully an hour. 

I don't think you mentioned how long after breakfast it 
was that she usually became sick? — Two hours. 

Did you sometimes see her vomiting, and see what ciie did 
vomit? — ^Yes. 

What was it commonly that she vomited when she vomited 
after breakfast? — She vomited her breakfast. 

Did you think you saw tea in the stuff she vomited? — ^I never 
took any notice of it. 

Do you remembw getting anything from the doctor to give 
to her before supper one night ?--Tes; a bit of cheese. 

When was that? — ^I tiiink it was the week before Mrs. 
Pritchard died; but I am not certain. 

What was the bit of cheese like that he gave you? — It was 
not a very large piece. 

Was it new cheese or old? — It was new; we had it in the 
house. 

The LoRn Justigb-Clsrk — But was it soft or hard? — It was 
soft. 

The Solicitob-Gbniral — Did you take it to Mrs. Pritchard? 
—Yes. 

Did you see her taste it? — ^Yes; ^e asked me to taste it. 

Did she ever ask you to taste anything before?— I don't think 
she did. 

And did you taste it? — ^Yes. 

The Lord Jubticb-Clhrk — How did it taste? — It tasted hot» 
like pepper. 

The Solicttor-Genbral — Was there anything peculiar about 
it except the hot taste? — No. 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

Did it make yoo yery thirsty? — No. Hary a'teod 

Think again; did it make you thirsty after eating it! It ia 
not a thing you could have forgotten ? — No. 

Did you never say so? — 

Mr. Clark, for the panel, objected to the question. 

The Soucitor-Gbnbral, in answer to the Court, stated that 
the question was intended to comprehend what the witness had 
stated in precognition. 

The objection was sustained to the question in its present 
form, as compr^ending an inquiry into what the witness stated 
in precognition. 

The SoucrroRrGiiNBRAL — Did the cheese produce any peculiar 
sensation in your throat) — ^Tes; a burning sensation. 

How much of the cheese did you take) — Jl very small bit. 

Had you ever felt the same sensation in your throat before f 
—No. 

Did Mrs. Pritchard take the rest of the cheese f — No; it 
was left uneaten. 

Soon after taking the cheese did you become thirsty) — ^Rather 
thirsty. 

Do you remember getting some camomile tea from anybody 
to take to Mrs. Pritchard? — Tes; it was left in the bedroom 
by Dr. Pritchard to give to her. 

Were you in the bedro(»n when he brought it in? — ^Tes. 

What was it in? — ^A jug. 

Did the doctor pour out any of it to his wife? — ^Tes; into a 
wine-glass. 

Did he tell you what to do with it? — He said it was for Mrs. 
Pritchard. 

Did you give it to Mrs. Pritchard? — ^Yes. 

Was there any reason why he did not give it himself ?— (No 
answer.) 

The Lord Jusucb-Clhrk — ^Was it to be given to her at the 
time or afterwards? — ^When she wanted a drink. 

The Solicitor-Gbniral — ^You gave her some of it? — ^Yes. 

Did she appear to be anything the worse of it? — She vomited 
it. 

The Lord Jubtigh-Clhre — ^Immediately after taking it? — ^Tes. 

The SoLiciTORrGiNSRAL — ^When was this? — ^That was the week 
before ^e died. 

The week before she died did you get s<»ne egg-flip to give 
her? — Yes; from Mary Patterson. 

That is the girl who came to succeed Catherine as cook? — 
Yes. 

About what time of day did she give it to you? — At night. 

Where? — ^In the kitchen. 

Did you get the egg-flip in the pantry in a tumbler ? — Yes. 

That was before the hot water was poured upon it? — ^Yes. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

lary M'Leod Who gave 70a the tumbler with the egg^fiip in itf — Umtj 
Patterson told me to get it in the pantry. I took it down* 
stairs^ and Mary put some water upon it Uiere. 

Did 70U see her taste it after she put the water on itf — Yes. 

Did she say anything when she tasted it? — She said, " What a 
taste it has." 

What time of the night was itf — ^Between eleven and twelye. 

Did you take the flip up to Mrs. Pritchard f — YeSw 

Was the doctor in Uie room when you took it upf — ^Yes. 

Did Mrs. Pritchard get some of itf — ^Tes, she did. 

The Lord JveticwClsblk — Did you taste itf — No. 

The Solicitor-Ghnsral — ^How much did Mrs. Pritcdiard takef 
— ^About a wine-glassful. 

How long did you remain in the bedroom with Mra. Pritchard 
the night that she had the egg-flip f — ^Till between three and 
four in the morning. 

Did the prisoner remain in the bedro<»n toof — ^Yes. 

Was Mrs. Pritchard sick that night f — ^Yes. 

How long after she had taken the egg-flip waa she siokf — 
Very soon after. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^Was it half an hour or an hourf — 
Less than half an hour. 

The Soucitor-Gbnbral — ^And at four in the morning, when 
you left the bedro(»n, you went down to Maiy Patterson f — 
Yes. 

How did you find herf — She was asleep. 

In the morning after the egg-flip had been given to Mra 
Pritchard, did Miuy Patterson tell you whether it had had any 
effect upon her? — 

Mr. Clark, for the panel, objected to the question. 

The witness having been removed — 

The Lord Justioh-Clhke — On what ground is the question 
objected tot 

Mr. Clark — On the ground that it is hearsay evidence. 

The Lord Justics-Clsrk — ^There can be no doubt as to the 
competency of the evidence, referring, as it does, to what was 
going on in the house about the time of the occurrence. 

Mr. Clark — I should have thought the proper witness to 
have spoken to that would have been Mary Patterson herself. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — Of course, she must be called. 

Objection repelled, and question put. 

Witness recalled, and examination resumed by the SouonoR- 
Gbnkral — ^In the morning after the egg-flip had been given to 
Mrs. Pritchard, did Mary Patterson teU you if it had had any 
effect upon herf — ^Yes; I think she told me that she had been 
sick. 

When did she say she became sickf — During the night. 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

Did she say how long after taking the egg-flip it was that Mary Wht 
she became sick? — She never mentioned the egg-flip at all. 

Did ehe not tell you how long it was after taking the egg-flip 
that she became sick— did she tell you, or have you forgotten 9— 
If she tc^d me, I don't remember it. 

Did she say that anything eke had been wrong with her 
except that she had been sick — anything about her throat? — 
I don't think so. 

Did she say that she had felt a burning sensation in her 
throat f — ^No. 

And that she had vomited f — She said she was vomiting 
during the night. 

And how did she account for it? — (No answer.) 

Now, just remember, you must tell us the truth — you take 
an oath to do that. Did Mary Patterson speak about the egg- 
flip next morning? — ^No. 

And when she told you she had been eick she never referred 
to the egg-flip? — No. 

And did she not say she had a burning aensation in her 
throat? — Not that I remember. 

Did she account for her sickness in any way? — ^No. 

It wa£ the morning after she had tasted the egg-flip that she 
told you she had been sick during the night? — Yes. 

Did you, in the course of the week that Mrs. Pritchard died, 
on the Tuesday or the Wednesday, give her any port wine? — 
Yes. 

Fr(»n whom did you get it? — It was left in the bedroom in a 
bottle by the doctor. 

How much did you give her? — A wineglassful at a time. 

The Lord JusTics-CijatK — ^Was it just one glass you gave her, 
or a glass at one time, and a glass at another? — ^I gave it her 
more than once. 

The SouciTOBrOBNBRAL — ^Do you mean more than once that 
same day, or on other days? — On other days. 

Now, was she sick after getting it, or was she not? — She was 
not. 

Do you mean that she was never sick after getting it? — I 
do not remember. 

On Friday, the 17th, the day before she died, did you see 
her in the morning? — ^Yes. 

How was she then? — ^I asked her if she was better, and she 
said she could not tell. 

Was she in bed? — ^Yea, all that day. 

Did her bell ring for you in the afternoon? — Yes, about five 
o'clock. 

Did you go up? — ^Yes. 

Did you meet her before you got to her bedroom? — ^Yes; she 
was on the stair-head, at the drawing-room landing. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

Maay a'LMd Was flhe cleeping in the spare bedrocxn at that timet — ^Tea. 

Was she dressed or undressed) — She had on her nightgown. 

What did she say to 70a f — She pointed to the flo<Mr and said, 
"There is my poor mother dead again." 

What more did she say) — She asked me to take her into the 
bedroom. I went downstairs and called Mary Patterson up, 
and we put her to bed. 

Did she seem to be raving f — ^Tes. 

When you got her into bed was she quiet) — No. 

What did die say or dot — ^Mary Patterson and I began to 
rub her hands, and she asked ua to rub her mother and never 
mind her. 

Did her hands appear to be cramped f — ^Tes, and they were 
very cold. 

Was her speech clear, or thick and broken) — Quite dear. 

Did she become quiet or sensible while you remained there) — 
She became quiet. 

Where was the prisoner at this time) — He was out. 

Before her bell rung, she had been in the bedroom alone)— 
Yes. 

Had she had anything to eat or drink shortly before she rang 
the bell that you knew of) — ^No. 

When had Jie tea) — ^In the morning. 

Had she not got tea Hiat afternoon ) — ^No. 

When had she dinner) — Between one and twa 

When did the prisoner come home) — ^Very soon after I had 
gone up to her. 

Was he in the room with her while you were there) — He 
went into the room as I was coming out. 

How long had you been with her) — Not very long. 

Was any other doctor sent fw) — Not at that time. After- 
wards Dr. Paterson was sent for. 

Were you present when Dr. Paterson was with her) — ^I was hi 
the room when he came, but when he came I left the room. 

Did you remain in tiie room during the rest of the night 
till the time Ae died) — ^Yes. 

When did die die) — I could not tell the hour, but I think it 
would be about one o'clock. 

Was the prisoner present at the time) — ^Yes. 

Was he in bed with her \^en she died) — Yea 

Where were you) — I was lying on the sofa for some time, 
and then I was told to get mustard for her. 

Was the prisoner undressed, or had he lain down in his 
clothes) — ^I think he had on his drawers, but I could not say. 

When you were stEl lying on the sofa, did you hear her 
speak to him) — ^Yes. 

What did die ssljI—" Edward, don't sleep; I feel very faint" 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

Was it after that he sent you to get mustard f — It was when lury ■*Leod 
I was told to get it. 

Was it by the prisoner you were told to go and get mustard! 
— He asked me to go down and get it, and she said to be quick. 

And you went down to get the poultice made? — ^Tes. 

Did you bring it up, and it was applied to Mrs. Pritchard's 
stomadi ? — ^Yes. 

Did she seem to be any better, or much the same, when you 
came back and the poultice was applied? — She was not any 
better. 

Were you sent upon any other message! — I was sent for 
another mustard poultice. 

Did you go for it and bring it up! — Yes. 

What did you find when you came back to the room! — ^Mra 
Pritchard was in her bed. After I brought up the second 
mustard poultice, I went down and called for Mary Patterson; 
and when we came up we found that Mrs. Pritchard was dead. 

How did Dr. Pritchard behave when you found that she was 
dead! — He said she was not dead. 

Was he weeping! — Yes. 

Did he say anything to her after seeing she was dead, address- 
ing her as if she was alive! — He said, "Come back to your dear 
Edward." 

Anything else! — ^Yes ; he said a good deal. 

You mean a good deal in the way of addressing Her! — ^Yes. 

Was Mary Patterson present! — ^Yes. 

Did he say anything about bringing a rifle! — ^Yes. He asked 
somebody to bring a rifle and shoot him. 

After her death, and this scene which you have described, did 
he leave the house! — Yes. 

How long after! — I cannot say. He wrote a letter or two, 
and went out to the post. 

Did you see him come in! — ^I heard him come in. 

About what time of the morning would it be! — ^I could not 
say. 

When he came in, did you hear him say anything! — I heard 
him say to Mary Patterson, "Mary Jane walked down the 
street with me, and told me to take care of the girls, but said 
nothing about the boys," and that she kissed him and went 
away. 

Had Mrs. Pritchard, in her lifetime, ever seen the prisoner 
using any familiarities with you! — 

Mr. Watson, for the panel, said he objected to this question, 
in the first place, that it was not sufficiently precise, and, in the 
second, as disclosing the intention of the prosecutor to follow 
up a line of examination for which he thou^t they had laid no 
foundation in the libel. Hie question now put was not limited 
in point of time. 



Dr. Pritchard, 

lary ■*Uod The Soucetob-Gbnsral — ^It referred to last Bummer. 

Mr. Watson said, taking it as his learned friend had now pat 
it, it was limited to the summer of the year 1864, several months 
before the earliest period which was mentioned in the libeL It 
had no connection whatever with anything contained in the 
libel. The question which their lordships had to determine 
was whether this matter, of which no notice had been given upon 
record, and of which it would have been exceedingly easy to 
give notice upon the record had it been intended to found upon 
it to any extent whatever, could be competently gone into now. 
He did not know the ground on which the Crown put their claim 
to go into this line of examination. Obviously it did not bear 
upon the crime which was set forth in the libel, or, if it bore 
at all, it could only be brou^t to bear as suggesting, or sugges- 
tive of, some kind of motive. Assuming that that was the 
correct view of the matter — and it was the only view which sug- 
gested itself to him — he had to submit that, in that view, this 
line of examination could not be gone into without any intima- 
tion having been given on the record. Mr. Watson then cited 
several cases in which the Court had overruled attempts to lead 
evidence to suggest a nootive where no notice had been given of 
the intention of the Crown to do so, and where such notice could 
eaaily have been given. In the case of Bhick * — a case of fire- 
raising — ^an attempt was made to show that the prisoner had 
insured certain property shortly before, so as to suggest motive. 
The Court declined to allow that line of examination on the 
grounds he had stated. In the Culsalmond Rioting CtuCff 
where a clergyman and others were accused of mobbing and 
rioting, an attempt was made to show a ccnnmon purpose or 
motive on the part of the rioters which had not been set forth on 
the record, and that attempt was not allowed by theCourt because 
notice had not been given to the prisoners. It was usual for 
the public prosecutor to give notice that such and such was the 
motive on which he would try to prove that a panel had acted, 
and he could guard himself quite securely by saying " for that 
purpose or some other purpose unknown." It put the Crown 
to no disadvantage to give notice, but it put the panel to great 
disadvantage to go without it. In the present case, it would 
put the prisoner to great hardship, because the matter attempted 
to be proved did not lie within the four corners of the libel. 

The SoucrroB-GfliTiRAL — ^My friend must have been aware, 
from the investigation which has taken place, what the line of 
examination is. I am afraid I would very gladly abstain from 
it if I could convey to your lordships the information necessary 
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to enable you to determine the point without doing so ; but I Mary ■*] 
cannot see the possibilitj of that, and I must therefore of 
necessity indicate what the line of inquiry is. 

After consultation — 

The Lord Justigb-Glbbx said — ^The Court have thought it 
proper to consider this matter, and the result to which we haye 
come is this, that we do not think this is a case at all within the 
rule of the cases cited by Mr. Watson, one of them being a 
case where the prosecutor charged mobbing and rioting without 
setting forth that common purpose, which is the very essence 
of the crime. The other was a case of wilful fire-raising. But 
here the question is this, wheltier these circumstances, occurring , 
last summer, were now to be put in eyidence for the purpose 
ol preying the existence of malice at the time. There was 
eyidence tending to show that there was some secret misunder- 
standing, which I need not particularly refer to, between the 
prisoner and his wife. Now, in that state of the eyidence, we 
cannot see that it is incompetent to proye wtiat this question 
implies the Crown are intending to proye — ^namely, that the 
prisoner had used familiarities with this woman which caused 
jealousy on the part of his wife— because that would yery 
materially bear on the question before the Court. 

The SoLiGrroB-GsNiiRAL — I understand your lordships' ruling 
is this, that I am to tender eyidence bearing on the footing on 
which the prisoner and this girl liyed before the time referred 
to in this libel, and down to the yery period of his wife's death. 

The Lord Justici-Clbbx — ^Yes. 

The witness recalled and examination resumed by the 
Soucetob-Gbnsbal — Did Mrs. Pritchard eyer see her husband 
use any familiarities towards you ? — Tes ; she did. 

What were theyt — (No answer.) 

The Lord Justigb-Clbbk — ^This is yery unpleasant, but there 
is no ayoiding it, and you must tell us the whole story. What 
was itf — She saw him kissing me. 

The SoucrroB-GBKHRAL — ^^ere was the place? — It was in 
one of the bedrooms. 

And Mrs. Pritchard came in just at the timet — ^Yes. 

Did she speak to you about it afterwards! — ^I spoke to her. 

When did this happen f — ^Last summer. 

What did you say to hepi — I wanted to go away. She would 
not let me. 

The LoBO Justigb-Clbbk — ^What did she giye as her reason 
for not letting you go away) — She said she would speak to the 
doctor. 

What did she say about himY — She said he was a nasty, dirty 
man. 

The Soucitob-Gbnbbal — ^When did the doctor first use any 
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iry ■'Lood familiarities with jou? Was it shortly before this? — ^In the 
course of last summer. 

Did he get the better of yout — TNo answer.) 

He had conuection with you, had he not 9 — ^Tes. 

Did you become with child to him I — ^Yes. 

Did you tell him that yourself? — ^Tes. 

What did he say? — ^He said he would put it all right. 

When did this happen ? — Last year. 

Was it before Mrs. Pritchard had seen him kissing you, or 
afterwards t — ^Afterwards, i 

Did he give you any medicine? 

Mr. Clark — ^Are we to go into questions leading to this, that 
he gave her medicine for Uie purpose of procuring abortioa? 

"nie Lord JusTiCB-Ciamx — I would like first to know if a child 
was born. (To witness) — ^Were you delivered of a child? — 
(No answer.) 

Was there a child bom? — (No answer.) 

Had you a miscarriage? — ^les. 

When did that take place? Was it in the winter? — ^No. 

Was it in the autumn? — ^Yes. 

The Sougitob-Gbkhral intimated that the next question he 
meant to put was whether the prisoner gave her anything to 
produce the miscarriage. 

Mr. Clark — ^That is a matter of which, if it was to be inquired 
into, we should have had notice. It is difficult to see what it 
has to do with the question whether or not these murders were 
committed, but it is a matter which the prosecutor could have 
raised on a separate indictment, or under this indictment on 
a separate charga 

The SomciToa-GBNBRAL — It is material to the ends of justice 
that we should show not only the footing on which the 
prisoner was living with this girl at the time, but also that, 
being a medical man, he, in the course of that iUicit intercourse, 
used his professional skill and knowledge of his art for such a 
purpose. It is material with reference to the charge made 
against him in this indictment that he used his professional skill 
and art for another purpose upon his wife and her mother. The 
bearing of that on the other evidence, not only for the prosecu- 
tion, but for the defence, it would be impn^r, and might be 
prejudicial to the ends of justice, to dw^ upon. But it is 
impossible not to feel that it is of importance for the considera- 
tion of the jury with reference to the whole circumstances that 
may be brought out in evidence— on the prisoner's side, it may 
be, evidence of good character, evidence of his living together 
with his wife on such terms as to exclude all notion of such a 
crime as that which is imputed to him — ^that it should be known 
how he was living in his own house, and to what uses at the time 
in question he was applying the skill and practice of his art 
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Mr. Clark — ^The argument of the prosecutor comes to this, Mary M'Laoi 
that he is entitled to use the alleged commission of another 
crime as proof of this crime. He does not suggest that as 
a motive. He wants to use this evidence for the purpose of 
showing that, because the prisoner used his skill in this im- 
proper manner, it is probable he may have used it in the more 
atrocious manner charged against him in the present indict- 
ment. That is simply, I submit, putting the prisoner on trial 
for a crime which is not charged against him in this libel. It 
is a perfectly competent charge if the public prosecutor thought 
it his duty to make the charge and to put it in the indictment. 
He has not done so; he has not made the charge, I presume, 
because he knew he could not prove it^ and yet he brings this 
girl as a witness for the purpose of putting tiie prisoner on his 
trial for an offence, on the allegation that it may be useful for 
the public prosecutor, to show Uiat he used his skill improperly 
in one case, so that the inference may be drawn that he used 
his skill improperly on the occasion libelled. If the prosecutor 
wanted to charge this crime, the proper course was to have 
charged it specifically in the indictment. 

The Lord Justiob-Clbrk, after consultation with the other 
Judges, held that the proposed question was not competent. 

l^e Soligftor-Gbkbral — Did this improper connection be- 
tween the prisoner and you continue long after you had the 
miscarriage f — ^Tes. 

Was it continued when Mrs. Pritchard was in Edinburgh 
visiting her father f — (No answer.) 

Had he connection with you when Mrs. Pritchard was in 
Edinburgh visiting her father! — (No answer.) 

The Lord Justicb-Clrbk — It is necessary that you should 
answer the question. I sympathise with your very painful 
position, but it is necessary that you should do so. Had he 
connection with you at that time?— Yes. 

The Soligitor-Gbniral — ^Had he also connection with you 
after his wife's return to Glasgow and before her death? — No. 

Did he ever speak of marrying youT — ^Yes. 

Was that before his wife turned ill? — ^Yes. 

Did he say he would marry you? — ^Yes. 

Did he say when he would marry you ? — ^No. 

When he said he would marry you, did he speak of his wife? 
— (No answer.) 

What did he say about his wife when he said that he would 
marry you ? — (No answer.) 

Did he say that he would marry you if his wife died? — ^Yes. 

Now, after I have suggested the matter to you, you will be 
kind enough to repeat what he did say to you ? — (No answer.) 

The Lord Justiob-Clbrk — Give us the exact words? — (Witness 
hesitated.) 
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■vTH*LMd ^o SoucrroB-GmBEAL — You cannot possibly like standing 
there, but you must if you do not answer the question. What 
were the words he said to you I — (Witness still hesitated.) 

There is no reason why you should not say it. It is to 
avoid mistakes that might be made regarding you that I wiik 
you to answer. 

The LoBD JusTiCB-CLmx — ^Tell us what he said, because it 
must be known. 

Witness was repeatedly urged by the Lord Justice-Clerk and 
the Solicitor-General to repeat the words, but only became more 
deeply excited. The scene lasted for several minutes, and 
produced a very painful impression in Court. 

The SoMOcroB-GBmntAL — ^Did he say he would marry you if 
his wife diedf — ^Tes. 

Was that several times! — No; only once. 

What did he say then upon that one occasion 9— (No answer.) 

This was before his wife took ill that he said thatf — ^Tes. 

Did he give you any presents! — ^Tes. 

What was the first present he gave youf — A ring. 

When was it he gave you the ring t— The year before last. 

What else did he give youf — A brooch and a locket. 

r^own No. 99]— Is that one of the brooches ^— Tea. 

When did you get the anchor brooch? — ^This year. 

Waa it not very diortly before hia wife's death f — ^Tes. 

In the same month that she died? — ^Tes. 

Did he give you his likeness! — ^Tee. 

Did he give you more than one photograph of himself I — ^Tes. 

Was his photograph in one of these brooches which he gave 
youf — ^In the locket. 

Was there a photograph in it when he gave it youf — ^Yes. 

There is not a photogn4>h in it now ; what has become of itf — 
(No answer.) 

What became of itf — ^I tore it. 

I forgot to ask you, when you were speaking about Mrs. 
Pritchard's illness throu^out, from her return after Qiristmas 
until her death, was she afflicted with a violent purging as well 
as with sickness and vomiting f — ^Tes. 

Tou had to attend to the chamber and empty it several times 
a dayf — ^Yes. 

Did this purging accompany the sickness down to the end of 
her lifef — ^Yes. 

Do you know whether Mrs. Taylor, on the last day of her life, 
was also afflicted with frequent purging? — ^Yes. 

When did you first observe itf — On the Friday. 

What time of dayf — ^In the afternoon. 

Now, there was some tapioca got from Burton it Henderson 
during Mrs. Taylor's lifetime; do you remember who bought itf 
— ^Tes ; Master Kenneth, one of the prisoner's children. 
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Did the boy give it to you when he brought it in ) — ^Tes. Mary M'L 

How much was there of iti — ^There was either half a pound or 
a pound in a paper bag. 

What did you do with iti — I laid it on the lobby table. 

How long did it lie there before it was taken down to 
Catherine?— It did not lie very long. 

Was it an hour or two, or a shorter timel — ^A shorter time. 

Did you take it down to Catherine? — ^Mrs. Taylor took it 
down. 

Did you tell the prisoner that Mrs. Taylor used Battley's 
medicine f — I did not. 

Did you ever speak to him upon that subject at allf — ^No. 

Cross-eixamined by Mr. Clare — ^Did you see Dr. Pritohard cut 
the cheese that you took up to Mrs. Pritchardf — ^No. 

Had you taken the cheese into the supper-room t — ^Tes. 

Who were at supper) — ^The children—Charles, Kenneth, and 
Horace — and Dr. Pritchard, Mr. King, and Mr. Connell. 

They were there when you took in the tray wiih the cheese 
on it T— Yes. 

And they were there when you got it to take away to Mrs. 
Pritchardl— Yes. 

Were they sitting at the table when you got it away with 
you t — ^Yes ; I think they were. 

And the cheese was on the table) — ^Yes. 

Where was the prisoner when he gave it to youf — He was in 
the dining-room. 

Was he sitting at the table) — ^Yes. 

And it appeared to have been just cut off at the table and 
giren to you to take up) — ^Yes. 

How much of that cheese did you eat) — ^A very small bit. 

But just give me a notion of it. Could you show me on the 
point of your finger how much it was )— (Witness pointed at 
the tip of her finger, showing that it had been very small.) 

Before you had taken up the egg-flip to Mrs. Pritchard, had 
you been with her that night) — ^Yes. 

And continued to be with her till you went down for the 
egg-flip) — ^Yes. 

Had she been ill before you went down for the egg-flip ) — ^Yes. 

Had she not vomited before you went down for the egg-flip) 
—No. 

What had been the matter with her) — She was worse that 
night. 

Was that before she took ihe egg-flip) — ^Yes. 

Had she not been vomiting) — Not that I remember. 

In what way was she worse) — She told me she was not well. 

You stopped with her till about four o'clock in <Ee morning ; 
did she vomit more than once) — ^No ; just once. 

Was she worse or better after the time that she got the egg- 
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[arj M'Leod flip than she had been before, except for the Toniitingf — She 
was better after she yomited. 

Do you mean better than she had been before she took the 
egg-flip 1 — ^Yes. 

Did you clean out the consulting-room during {he time you 
were there? — ^Yes. 

Did Dr. Pritchard keep any medicine there? — He used to keep 
medicine on the table for people that came in. 

Were there medicines in odier places in that room except on 
the table 1 — I could not tell. 

Was there a press in the room? — ^Tes. 

More than one? — ^Yes, two. 

Were these kept locked or open? — One of them was always 
kept locked ; the other had the key in the door. 

Do you know if spirits were kept in the locked one? — ^Tes. 

Have you seen the prisoner taking spirits out of it? — ^Yes. 

Do you know there were bottles in the one in which the key 
was left? — ^Yes. 

What kind of bottles? — ^Medicine bottles. 

When you were in Dr. Pritchard's service, with whom did you 
sleep? — ^With Catherine Lattimer. 

All the time she was there with you ? — ^Yes. 

When the prisoner spoke to you about marriage, did you think 
he was speaking in joke? — ^Yes. 

Re-examined by the SoucrroB-GBKBRAL — ^What did you do 
with the rest of the cheese — ^I mean with the bit which Mn. 
Pritchard would not eat? — I took it downstairs and left it in the 
pantry. 

The Lord Justigb-Clbbk — ^You say that the prisoner appeared 
to be speaking in joke when he spoke to you about marriage. 
Now, you must tell us what he said ; there must be no more 
delay about it; the thing must be done. — (No answer). 

The Lord Justicb-Clbbk — ^This is the last question you have 
got to answer, but if you do not answer it, I shall be obliged to 
send you to prison. Now, you may choose between these two 
things. The question you have got to answer is, what did the 
prisoner say to you about marriage? 

Witness — ^He said that when Mrs. Pritchard died, if she died 
before him, and I was alive, he would marry me. 

The Lobd Justicb-Clbbk — ^You may go now. 

At this stage Mr. Clark suggested that, it being now past six 
o'clock, the Court might adjourn, as it would not be for the 
advantage of the prisoner that the sittings should be too 
protracted. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbbk pointed out that, as the time was 

running, the Court were bound to sit longer if necessary to 

prevent miscarriage of justice, and referred Mr. Clark to the 

arrangement made in the trial of the Gkugow Cotton Spinners, 
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Mr. Clare said he would be willing to enter into any arrange- Mary M'Leod 
meot whieh might be thought neoesaary. 

The LoBD Justicb-Clhbx then, addressing the jury, said — I 
hope that we shall be able to adjourn now till to-morrow. This 
is a case, I need not teU you, which will occupy seyeral days, 
and it is not desirable that we should sit for long hours daily, 
which might be by no means conducive to the ends of justice. 
AccommoNdation wOl be provided for you in an hotel in thia city, 
where I hope that you will be perfectly comfortable, and to which 
you will be conveyed each day upon, the rising of the Court. If 
the proposed arrangement is carried out, we will adjourn at 
present, to meet at ten to-morrow morning. 

The following minute was then adjusted and signed. 

" At this stage of the proceedings, it was moved by the counsel 
for the panel, and by the panel himself, that for their accom- 
modaticm the Court should now adjourn the diet, it being 
expressly understood that the period of adjournment shall not 
be reckoned in the running of the letters of indictment.'' 

The Court adjourned at half-past six o'clock. 
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Second Day— Tuesday, 4th July, x86s 

The Court met at ten o'clock. 

PattertoB 6. Mart Pattrbsoh, examined by Mr. Givford — ^I entered the 
service of Dr. Pritchard as cook on the 16th Februaiy la«t. I 
came to Glasgow from Forres, and knew nothing of Dr. 
Pritchard's family before. I saw Catherine Lattimer, whose 
place I was to take. She left the ni^t I came. The inmates 
of the house when I went were Dr. Pritchard and his wife, 
their four children, and Mrs. Taylor ; Mr. King and Mr. ConneD, 
boarders ; and Mary MTiCod. Mrs. Nabb, a person who assisted 
in washing occasionally, was also there that ni^t. I did not 
see Mrs. Pritchard when I came. She was confined to bed, 
and I was not up in her bedroom. Mrs. Taylor took charge 
of the house and gave me directions. She occasionally spoke 
to me about Mrs. PritchardL 

Did she say anything to you about her when you first camel 
— She said she could not understand her trouble; that she 
was sick and vomiting frequently, and got no sleep. 

Did you ask Mrs. Taylor for Mrs. Pritchard every dayl — ^In 
general, every day. 

Did she tell you how she wasf — ^Tes ; she said she rested very 
little during the night. 

Did she tell you more than once that she had been sick and 
vomiting 1 — Yes; several times. 

You never saw any of the matter that Mrs. Pritchard 
had vomited! — No; except on her clothing, and on the bed- 
clothes. 

When did you first see Mrs. Pritchard) — ^The night of her 
mother's death. 

Mrs. Taylor died on the morning of the 25th Februaiyf — 
Yes. 

When did you see Mrs. Pritchard on the night of Friday, 
the 24th T — ^Well on for twelve o'clock that ni^t. 

Tell us how you came to see her then! — Mrs. Taylor had 
been ill about nine o*clock, I understood, and Dr. Paterson 
had been called in. Mary Mlieod went out a second time 
for Dr. Paterson, and she asked me to answer the door when 
she would ring; when she went out, I went upstairs to see 
if I could be of any service. 

You went to the top flat? — ^Yes ; and) I stood near the top of 
the stair. 
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Did you hear anjrtbing going on in Mrs. Pritchard'a room? — H. Paturic 
I heard Mrs. Pritchard saying, ''Mother, dear mother, can 
you not apeak to me.'' 

Did the bedroom door open soon after that) — ^Yes; and 
Dr. Pritchard came out and told me that Mrs. Taylor was gone. 

Did you go in? — I went in then. 

Did you find Mrs. Taylor dead? — ^Yes; I put my hand on 
her forehead, and found it getting cold. 

That was the first occasion you had seen Mrs. Pritchard? — 
Yes. 

How long before that on that day had you seen Mrs. Taylor? 
— I saw her about seven o'clock in the evening. She was down 
in the kitchen speaking to me. 

Did she appear to you to be well? — She appeared to me 
somewhat peeviflh, as I thought from fatigue, in consequence of 
the night watching with Mrs. Pritchard. 

Did you see nothing of her again that night? — No; not till 
I saw her dead in tdie bedroom. 

You were not very frequently upstairs? — ^Very little; my 
work was below. 

Had you been told not to come upstairs? — Not at that time. 
I was told several times after Mrs. Taylor's death. 

By whom? — ^By Dr. Pritchard. I was told by him several 
times, before he went out to his calls in the morning, not to 
disturb Mrs. Pritchard, as she was composed to go to sleep. 

When you found Mrs. Taylor dead that night, did the 
prisoner come back to the bedroom? — ^He came back after he 
came out and told me that Mrs. Taylor was gone. 

What was done after that? — Mrs. Pritchard was in bed in 
a kneeling position, beside her mother, rubbing her mother's 
right hand between hers. 

Was Mrs. Pritchard removed from the room? — ^The prisoner 
asked her to come downstairs, as he thought it was not desirable 
for her to be there. She insisted she should be left a little 
longer with her mother, as she thought her mother was not 
quite dead. 

Mrs. Pritchard said that? — ^Yes. 

Were you sent downstairs by the prisoner to make the spare 
bedroom ready? — ^Yes ; to light a fire in it. 

Did Mrs. Pritchard and the prisoner come down to the spare 
bedroom? — ^Yes; after I went up and told them that the 
bedroom was ready. 

How did Mrs. Pritchard come down? — She walked down, and 
the prisoner accompanied her. 

Hie LoBD Jubtioi-Clbrk — With his help? — ^I don't think he 
helped her. He said he would carry her down. She said she 
would rather walk. 
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Patterson Mr. Giffobd — Had Mrs. Nabb been sent forf — Yes; Mary 
MTieod was sent for her after she came from Dr. Paterson. 

Did Mrs. Nabb comef — ^Yes. 

Did she and you go to the bedro<Hn to dress Mrs. Taylor*! 
body? — Yes; we did so. 

Were her clothes on when she died? — ^Yes. 

As you were taking off Mrs. Taylor's dress did you feel or hear 
anything in the pocket? — ^Yes; I took off her clothes and laid 
them on the floor, and in doing so I heard the sound of a 
bottle along with a key in her pocket. 

Did you lift the dress? — ^A little afterwards I did, and took 
out the bottle. 

What else did you find in the pocket? — I found the key of 
the storeroom, and a purse and a letter. 

[Shown No. 85]— Ifl that the bottle?— Yes. 

Was there anything in the bottle? — ^Yes; it was about half- 
full of a liquid. 

What was the colour? — It was a brown liquid, something 
like laudanum. 

Did you notice how full the bottle was? — It was about 
half-way up the label. 

You read the label at the time? — ^Mrs. Nabb read it aloud; 
this part of it — '' Two drops equal to three of laudanum." 

You afterwards pointed out how far it was filled to Dr. Penny? 
—Yes. 

And he made a mark at the time? — ^Yes. 

That is the mark [showing it]? — ^Yes. 

Did you uncork the bottle?— ^Yes ; and smelt it. 

What did it smell like? — ^It smelt to me like laudanum. 

What did you do with the bottle? — I put it underneath a 
chest of drawers in the room. 

When you were dressing Mrs. Taylor's body did you obserre 
any mark upon it? — ^Yes ; it was all coloured on tlie left aide. 

The LoBD Jubtigb-Clbbx — ^What colour? — ^A pinkish sort of 
colour. 

Mr. GiFFORD— When you had entered the bedroom at first 
was Dr. Paterson there?— No. 

Dr. Pritchard was? — ^Yes. 

Did he make any remark to his wife? — ^When Dr. Paterson 
did not come, Mrs. Pritchard said, "Edward, can you do 
nothing yourself?" He said, "No; what can I do for a dead 
woman? Can I recall life?" 

The LoBD Justics-Clbbx — ^That was, I suppose, inomediately 
after you went into the room? — ^Yes. 

Mr. GiFFORD— Was that after Mary MTiCod had come back 
and said that Dr. Paterson was not coming? — ^Yes. 

Did the prisoner say anything to his wife nK>re about Mrs. 
no 
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Taylor f — He said that Dr. Paterson said she was paralysed on M. Patterson 
the left side when he was there first. 

That was the same side that you had observed the mark 
upon? — ^Yes. 

After you had dressed the body, did the prisoner come back 
to the room before you had left it I — ^Tes; he came and asked 
for the bottle that we found in Mrs. Taylor's pocket. 

The LoBD Justics-Clbrx — ^Was Mrs. Nabb there at this time? 
—Yes. 

Mr. GnvoRD — ^Did you take the bottle from below the drawers, 
where you had placed itf — ^I did. 

Did you give it to the prisoner? — ^I did. 

What did he say? — He raised his eyes and hands and said» 
^Good heavens, has she taken this much since Tuesday?" 

What more did he say? — ^He charged me to say nothing 
about it. 

The LoBD Justigi-Clbrk — Give us the words he used? — ^He 
said it would not do for a man in his position to be spoken of. 

Mr. GiFFOBi>— Did he say anything more? — ^He said he would 
take the bottJe down and show it to Mrs. Pritchard. 

Did he take it with him? — ^Yes. 

After Mrs. Taylor's death did you wait on Mrs. Pritchard, 
or was it Mary Mlicod? — I waited very seldom — once or twice, 
or perhaps three times, with her food. 

Can you remember the first occasion? — ^I saw her frequently 
— once a day, perhaps, until about the last week, when I did 
not see her so often. 

Was she in the drawing-room ? — ^Yes ; most of the times that 
I saw her. 

Did you get orders from her in the drawing-room about 
what was to be brought in for dinner, or what was necessary 
for the house? — ^Yes; sometimes. 

Had you ever been sent by the prisoner. t» get anything for 
Mrs. Pritchard before Mrs. Taylor's death? — Not tiiat I am 
aware of. 

Do you remember him asking you to get something for Mrs. 
Pritchard one night? — One night he brought in some woodcock 
and wanted me to cook them. 

Was that before Mrs. Taylor's death or after it? — It was 
before. 

Did you cook the woodcock for supper? — ^I did. 

Who took it up? — I do not know. The prisoner brought 
it down. 

Do you remember before Mrs. Pritchard died that a bell was 
rung?— Yes ; I remember that it rang the day before her death, 
in Uie forenoon, between twelve and one o'clock. 

Whose duty was it to answer the bell? — ^Mary Mlicod's. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

M. Patt^noB Did you answer tlie bell on that occasion f — I did ; I answered 
it when it rang a third time. 

What did you do? — I went to the consulting-room first, the 
door being a little open, and asked the prisoner, who was there, 
if he had rung his bell, because I was not sure of Uie sound of 
the different bells. I got no answer. The door was a little 
open, but it refused to open to me with freedom, and I did 
not press it. The prisoner was in the ro<Mn. I know that, 
because when I was up the third or fourth st^p of the stair 
going towards Mrs. Pritchard's bedroom, he asked me, "How 
is Mrs. Pritchard nowf " 

When you heard the bell ring a third time, you say you went 
to the consulting-room to see if it was the doctor's beU? — ^Tes. 

What prevented the door from opening f — ^I don't know. 
It appeared to me to be something behind the door. 

You went upstairs and Dr. Pritchard came from the door 
of the consulting-room after you, and asked you how Mrs. 
Pritchard was? — ^Tes ; I said I did not know, as he had told me 
not to go upstairs before he went out, as she wanted to go to 
sleep. 

Was it then he told you that? — It was before he went out to 
make his first calls in the morning. 

Did you go upstairs after he came out of the oonsulting^roomf 
—I did. 

Did you keep looking downstairs to see if he was following 
you? — ^Yes. 

Did he follow yout — He did. 

Anybody elsef-^-Yes; Mary MTiCod followed the doctor. 

Had she been with the doctor? — I do not know where she 
came from ; she had not been in the kitchen flat wit^ me. 

Did you ask her about the bells? — ^Yes; when I returned to 
ihe kitchen afterwards. 

Did you go to Mrs. Pritchard's room? — ^Yes; Mrs. Pritchard 
asked me to empty a certain vessel in the bedroom. 

The LoBD Justics-Clbbk — ^Where was she— in bed or sitting 
up? — She was lying in bed. 

Mr. GiFFORD — ^You took away the vessel? — ^I did. 

Had the prisoner followed you? — ^I met him near the foot of 
the bed as I was going out. 

You went downstairs? — ^Yes. 

The LoBO JusTicni-GLBBX — ^Taking the vessel with you? — ^No; 
Mary M'Leod took it out of my hand. 

Mr. GnvoBD — Had Mrs. Pritchard been vomiting? — ^Not that 
I am aware of at that time. 

Was Mary Mljeod in the kitchen when you went down? — 
She came down after me for hot water for Mrs. Pritchard's 
feet. 

What did she say to you? 
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[Question objected to, and withdrawn.] M. Patteraoii 

Mr. GiFFORD— Do you remember the 8th of March — ^you took 
up Mrs. Pritchard's dinner that day? — ^Yes. 

What WM the dinner? — Curry. 

Who had ordered it? — ^Mrs. Pritxshard herself. 

Did you see her after dinner? — I did. She said she enjoyed 
her dinner very much, and wanted me to keep the remainder 
of it for her supper. 

Did she say on that occasion whether it had remained on 
her stomach ? — ^Yes ; she had not been sick at that time, when 
I saw her. 

The LoBD Jubticb-Clbrk — Did she say she had not been sick? 
—Yea 

And how long after dinner was it that you saw her? — 
Inunediately after taking away the dinner things. 

Mr. GiFFOBD— Did she make any observation regarding her 
illness? — ^Yes; she said she felt much better, and I said she 
looked much better than I had seen her before. She also said 
she could not make out what was the matter with her. She 
said she felt almost well, excepting when she was sick ancl 
vomiting. 

That was on the 8th of March? — ^Yes. 

Then you did not see her for some days after that? — Not in 
particular, that I remember. I mi^t, and I might not. 

You remember the next Tuesday — the Tuesday in the week 
in which Mrs. Pritchard died — of finding a plate with cheese 
somewhere? — ^Yes; I found a small plate with a bit of cheese 
in the pantry in the morning. 

How big was the piece of cheese? — A little bit. 

What time of day was it when you found it? — ^About seven 
in the morning. 

The Lord Jubticb-Clbrk — ^What size was the piece of cheese? 
— ^There might be three or four inches of it. 

Mr. GiFFORD — ^Was it a piece of a cheese that had come to 
the house before that? — ^Yes. 

Did you hear that Mrs. Pritchard had cheese for supper the 
night before? — Yes ; I learned from Mary M'Leod the night 
before that Mrs. Pritchard had decided on taking cheese for 
her supper. 

When you found this piece of cheese did you do anything 
with it? — I took up a little bit and ate it. 

How much did you eat ? — ^About the size of a good large pea. 

How did it taste? — It had a bitter taste. 

Did you feel any peculiar sensation after eating it? — I 
felt a burning sensation in my throat immediately after taking 
it, and an inclination to be sick. 

Did you become sick? — ^Yes; I v<Mnited frequently. 

Immediately afterwards? — ^About twenty minutes afterwards. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

■• PatUnoB Had you taken anything to eat or drink before eating the 
cheese C-NoUiing. 

How long did the eickness continue? — ^Till after breakfast; 
BCMne time before ten. 

Tou y(»nited more than once? — ^Tes. 

Did you feel any pain? — ^Tes; I felt a pain in my atomacfa 
and bowels. 

Did you mention that to any one? — I mentioned it to Mary 
Mliood between eight and nine o'clock, and asked her to get 
me half a glass of spirits. 

Did she get spirits for you? — ^Tes; about ten o'clock she 
brought me down a glass <^ spirits, which I took after I went 
to bed. 

The LoBD JusTica-CiiDUL — ^When did you go to bed? — ^Between 
nine and ten o'clock in the morning. 

Mr. GiFFORD — ^Were you sick after that? — ^No. 

How long did you keep your bed? — I was up again some time 
before twelve o'clock. 

That was on Tuesday, the Uth March?— Tes. 

Now, next day, Wednesday, do you remember the prisoner 
speaking to you in the forenoon? — ^Yes; he spoke to me seyeral 
times that day. 

At what o'clock? — Somewhere about dinner-time. 

Did he not speak to you before that in the forenoon? — ^I do 
not remember whether he did or not. 

What did he speak to you about at dinner-time? — ^I don't 
recollect just now. 

Then, in the evening of Wednesday did he speak to you?— 
He spoke several timee, I think, that day. 

Do you remember any particular conversation you had with 
him in the evening about something? — ^He asked me at night 
to make some egg-flip for Mrs. Pritchard. 

At what time would that be? — Somewhere between ten and 
eleven o'clock at night. 

Did he call you upstairs? — ^He called me up to the top of the 
kitchen stairs. 

You met him at the top of the stairs? — Yee. 

Did you get an egg from him? — ^Yes. 

Was it broken or whole? — ^It was whole. 

What did he say? — ^He told me to beat it up in a porter- 
glass, which I did. 

Where? — In the pantry upstairs. 

Did he give you any more directions about it? — He told me 
to beat it up very smooth, or Mrs. Pritchard would not take 
it 

Where did he go when you were beating it up in the pantry? 
— ^He was once or twice in the pantry during the time ; and one 
of the times he said he thought it was now pretty smooth, and 
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he would bring me a bit of sugar, and I could put in some M. Patterson 
boiling water. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — Did he go for the sugar 1 — ^Yes ; he 
went from the pantry into the dining-room, from the dining- 
Toom into the consulting-room, and then from the consulting- 
room into the pantry, and dropped the sugar into the tumbler. 

Mr. GiFFORD — ^What kind of sugar was it? — ^Limip sugar. 

Was it in one or two pieces) — ^There were two pieces, as far 
aa I could see. 

Where was the sugar kept? — ^I don't know. I think it was 
in the dining-room cupboard, as I took it to be, but I never 
looked into the dining-room cupboard. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — Did you remain in the pantry aU 
the time he was awayl — ^Yes. 

Mr. GnPFORD — ^There is no direct communication between the 
consulting-room and the dining-room I — ^Tou have to go into the 
lobby first. 

Did you notice the sugar that waa dropped by the prisoner 
into the glass? — I took no particular notice of that further 
than that it was loaf eugar; there were two pieces. 

Did the prisoner say anything ? — Nothing at that time. 

Did he say anything about whisky? — ^Tes; he said he would 
add the whisky when it came upstairs. 

Did you take it upstairs? — ^No; I left it in the pantry. 

And went downstairs for the hot water? — No; Mary Mljeod 
passed when the prisoner and I were in the pantry, and said 
that Mrs. Pritchard was not ready for it yet, and that she 
would come down for it when Mrs. Pritchard was ready to 
take it. 

When you heard that, what did you do? — ^I laid down the 
glass with the beat-up egg and sugar in it on the pantry table. 

Did you go downstairs? — I went downstairs. 

Did Mary Mlieod come down soon after? — ^Yes; it might 
be ten or fifteen minutee after ; I could not say how long. 

Did she aak for the egg-flip? — ^Yes; I told her it was in the 
pantry, and she went up and brought it down. 

What did you do then? — I put the hot water into it. 

When you were mixing the water did you say anything? — I 
said I wished it might be warm enough, as the kettle had been 
some time off the boil. Mary M'Leod aaked me to taste it, 
and I did so. 

Had it any peculiar taste? — It had a bitter taste. 

How much did you take? — I took about a teaspoonful of it. 

Did you make any remark about it to Mary Ml^eod? — ^Yes; 
I said it had a horrible taste or a bitter taste. 

Did she take the egg-flip away? — ^Yes. 

Did you feel anything after that ? — ^Yes ; I grew sick immedi- 
atdy after tasting it. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

■. Patt«non Had you any other feeling? — ^Yee ; I had the same feeling 
as I had with the cheeee. 

The Lord Justios^Dlbrk — ^Tou mean a burning in your throatf 
— ^Tes; a burning, bitter sensation in my throat. 

Had you a cdmilar feeling in your stomach f — ^Yee; I felt the 
same as I did with the cheese the day before. 

Did you vomit) — ^I vomited frequently through the night. 

Mr. Gotord— Did you continue sick any timel — ^I continued 
sick till about four o'clock in the morning. 

Was Mary MliOod upstairs that night? — ^Tes; she was up 
till about fo^ur o'clock. 

Did she come down about that time? — She came down to 
go to her bed about four o'clock. 

Did you tell her how sick you had been? — I did. I said I 
thought I would have died without seeing the face oi any one 
alive, alone in the room. 

Did you say to Mary M'Leod that your sickness was owing 
to anjrthing^-— No. 

Did you say an3rthing about the egg-flip to her? — ^No; I said 
nothing at that time. 

Did you aak for Mrs. Pritchard when Mary Mljood came 
down ?— I asked where she had been ; and she said in the room 
with Mrs. Pritchard. I asked if Mrs. Pritchard was so ill that 
she required both the prisoner and her, and she said Mrs. 
Pritchard would not allow her to leave the rocmi, and that the 
prisoner was in bed in the same room. 

You continued unwell that morning even after four o'clock? 
— ^Yes ; I was unwell the whole day after, but I did not vomit 
after four o'clock. 

When did you see Mrs. Pritchard next? — I did not see her 
till the Friday — the day before she died. 

And when did you see her first on the Friday? — Some time 
in the forenoon, or between twelve and one. 

When you went upstairs did you go to Mrs. Pritchard's bed- 
room? — No; that was the time I went to the coosulting-room 
door. 

Did you see her that day on another occasion? — ^Yes; that 
was the second time I was up; after I oame down first I went 
back again to speak to her about chemiaes for her youngest 
daughter. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^When was that? — ^It was between 
twelve and one o'clock on tlie Friday before she died. It was 
shortly after I was first in the roMn; it might have been 
twenty minutes after. 

Mr. GiFFORD-— Who was in the room when you went up? — 
The prisoner. 

What was he doing? — ^He was standing at the side of the 
bed. 
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What was Mrs. Pritdiard doing) — She waa finishing drinking'*. PatUf 
something out of a porter glass. 

Did she empty die glass f — ^Tes. 

Who took it from herf — ^The prisoner took it fr(»n her and 
set it down on the side table. 

Did you speak to her about the chemises, and get directions 
what to doC- Yes. 

She was quite intelligent then % — ^Tes ; she said she had a bit 
of cotton about the bed, and she sat up and looked for it, but 
she could not find it. I spoke to her about a piece of linen 
for a chemise, and got directions what to do. 

When did you see her next? — Some time about five o'clock 
in the afternoon. 

Did the bell ring then? — The bell rang with violence, and 
Mary M'Leod went to answer it. 

What did you hear next? — ^Mary Mlieod came and called 
over the stair to me very sharply, " Come upstairs." 

The Lord Justicb-Clurk — How long was this after you had 
been in the bedroom? — Some hours. 

Mr. GiFFORD — Did you go upstairs? — I did. I found Mrs. 
Pritchard going towards tiie bedroom door with Mary M'Leod. 

Did you and Mary assist her into bed? — She was in bed 
before I got the length of assisting her. I saw her getting into 
bed. 

What state was Mrs. Pritchard in then? — She was in a state 
of excitement. 

What did she say? — The first thing I heard her say was 
something about her mother. I could not repeat it, but I heard 
the word " mother." 

Did you go forward to the bed ? — I did. 

Did you assist Mary to do anything to Mrs. Pritchard? — I 
assisted to put the bed-clothes upon her. 

Did she say anything then? — She said — "Never mind me; 
attend to my mother; rub her, and give her breath." 

Was Mrs. Pritchard raving then^She appeared to me to 
be so. 

Did you continue rubbing herf — ^Mrs. Pritchard asked for 
one of the pillows, and I thought she imagined that it was 
her mother. She began to rub it with one of her hands. 

Did you rub Mrs. Pritchard's hands yourself? — ^Yes; some 
time after that. 

How did they feel?— They felt cold. 

Were they cramped? — I don't know whether they were 
cramped or not, but Mrs. Pritchard said to me to rub her hands, 
as she was afraid of cramp. I began to rub one hand, and 
riie t<^d me to take them both and rub them both. I did so. 

Did she get more composed then while you w^re nibbing her 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

M. PattorioQ hands f — Ybb; she mentioned my name and said, ''I did not 
know anything about this until the boys came in dressed." 

Had any of the boys come inf — ^No. 

Did you know what she meant by that! — ^No. 

How was she speaking, earnestly or incoherently f — ^Earnestly, 
as I tiiought. 

Can you tell us the exact words she said when she became 
more composed f — ^The youngest daughter came into the room, 
and she a^ed who that was ; I said it was Ailie. She said, " It 
not Ailie gone to bed yet?" I said no; it was not time. She 
said she tihou^t it was eleven o'clock. I said she must hare 
been sleeping. Then she told the child to leave the nxxn and 
go downstairs and see if Mary M'Leod was getting the tea 
ready. She then said to me, ''Ohl Patterson, rub my handi 
harder, because I am afraid of cramp all over." 

Did the prisoner come in while you were still rubbing t — ^Tes; 
and I left the room. 

Can you remember the exact expression she used about not 
knowing about this till the boys came in dressed f — She said, 
'' I did not know anything about this till the boys came in 
dressed." There was none of the boys there then. 

Was that at the same time as she was speaking about her 
mother? — It was after she left off speaking about her mother. 

When the prisoner came you left the room? — I did. 

Did he do anything before you left the ro(Mn? — ^No. 

Were you asked to prepare anything for supper that night? 
— A little chicken which had remained over from her dinner. 

Did you prepare it for supper? — ^I did. 

Did you take it up? — ^I took it the length of the pantry. 

What happened then? — ^I met the prisoner there. He came 
out of the consulting-room and said, " Has Mrs. Pritchard got 
her supper?" — ^I said '' No; but there it was, and I was going 
up with it." 

It was in your hands? — ^Tes; and I was going to take it 
up. He said he would take it up for me. 

Did you give it to him? — ^Yes. 

Did he go upstairs with it? — I think so; but I returned 
immediately to the kitchen, and left him. 

What o'clock would that be? — Somewhere between tea and 
eleven o'clock, as far as I recollect. 

What was the next you heard after that? — ^I do not think 
I heard any more till Mary M'Leod called me up about half-past 
one in the morning. 

What did she want you to do? — She tc^d me to get up and 
make a mustard poultice for Mrs. Pritchard, and I got up and 
did 80. 

Did you ask if you would go up with it? — ^I gave it to Mary, 
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and asked her if I would oome up. She aaid she would let M . Pattars^ 
me know if I was wanted. She went up with it. 

What happened next? — Inunediately the bedroom bell rang, 
and I went up. 

Did jou go into Mrs. Pritchard's room? — I did. 

Who were there? — Mary M'Leod and the prisoner were there. 

Were the prisoner and Mrs. Pritchard in bed! — ^Yes. 

The Lord Justigb-Clbrk — Did they appear to have been 
sleeping together? — ^Tes. 

Mr. GiFFORD — Did you notice what condition Mrs. Pritchard 
was in? — I went up to the bed and looked at her, and handled 
her, and found that she was a good part cold. 

She was dead? — ^Tes. 

How long was this after you had sent up the mustard 
poultice? — I don't think it would exceed fiye minutes. 

Did you notice whether the mustard poultice had been used? 
— No; it had not been used. 

Tou saw it l3ring? — ^Tee; the prisoner pulled up her night- 
dress and asked me to put it on, which I refused to do. I said 
there was no use putting mustard upon a dead body. 

When you said that, what did the prisoner say? — ^He said, 
''Is she dead, Patterson?" I said, ''Doctor, you should know 
better than I." He said she could not be dead ; that she had 
only fainted. He asked Mary Ml^eod to rush down for some 
hot water to put about Mrs. Pritchard. But I said that it was 
no use to put hot water to a dead body. 

Did he leaye the room then? — No; it was some time after. 
He said, " Come back, come back, my darling Mary Jane. Do 
not leave your dear Edward." 

Did he say anything more? — ^Yes; he said, "What a brute; 
what a heath^i ; to be so gentle — so mild." He asked me to kill 
him; and to take Mr. King's rifle and shoot him. 

The Lord Jubucb-Clerk — ^Had Mr. King a rifle in the house? 
—Yes. 

Mr. GiFFORO — ^What more passed? — I then said, " Doctor, don't 
provoke the Almighty with such expressions. If God were to 
shut your mouth and mine, I don't know how we would be pre- 
pared to stand before a righteous God." 

What did he say to that? — He said, "True, Patterson, you 
are the wisest and kindest woman I ever saw." 

Did he leave the room then ? — I asked him to leave die room 
that I might dress the body, and he did so. 

That same night he had been in the kitchen for coals? — ^Yes; 
he came down between eight and nine o'clock, I think. 

Did he say anything about his wife? — ^He said he had had his 
friend Dr. Paterson in seeing Mrs. Pritchard, and that he said 
she had taken too much wine. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

Did he say anything more about hia wifet — ^No; I said that 
it would be a pity if she would do the like oi that. 

Did you drev Ifra. Pritchaid's bodyt — I did, with the aetkt- 
ance of Mary Mliood. 

After you had dreased the body did you see the doct<M' again! 
— ^Yes ; I w^it down and told him I had made up a bed for him 
on the top flat. He waa in the dining-room at the time. He 
•aid, "Very good." 

Did he say he waa goin^ anywhere? — ^He said he was going 
to the post office. 

Did he ^pear to have been writing in the dining-room I — 
I did not notice; but he told me he had written eome lett^^ 
one to hia mother and one to an intimate friend of Mrs. 
Pritchard's. 

Did he go out? — ^Yes. 

Did you see him when he returned? — ^Yes; he called me up- 
stairs, and I saw him at the top of the kitchen stair. 

Y^at did he say? — He aaid that his wife had walked down 
the street with him, and said to him to Cake care of Ailie and 
Fanny, but that she never apoke about the boys, and that she 
kissed him on the cheek, and went away. 

The Loan Justicb-Glibk — You understood him to be speaking 
of his wife? — ^I understood so. 

Mr. GiVFORD — He went upstairs then ? — Yes ; he went into 
the consulting-room, so far as I remember. 

When were you next sent for by him? — I aent him up a cup 
of tea when I retiu-ned at the time to the kitchen. He then 
came and called me up another time. 

When was this? — ^A few minutes after he came in from 
posting the letter. 

What did he want? — He wanted Mrs. Pritchard's ring from 
me. 

Did you give him the ring? — ^Yea; I gave him the ring and 
earrings. 

Now, did you take the sheets, the bolaters, and the pillow- 
cases off the bed in which Mrs. Pritchard died? — Yea. 

The Loan Jubticb-Clbrk — You took them off that mominir? — 
Yes. ^ 

Mr. GiFFOBD — ^Where did you put them ? — ^I put them into the 
dirty-clothes preaa. 

Were you afterwarda aaked by Superintendent M'Call for 
them ? — ^Yea ; alter the priaoner waa apprehended. 

Do you remember what day it waa?— It was the 20th March. 

When asked for these sheets, Ac, by Superintendent M'Call, 
did you go and get them? — ^I did ; they were in the dirty-clothes 
press, where I had put them. [Shown No. 97] — ^Theee are what 
I gave to Mr. M'Call. 
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Were they in the same state when you gave them as they h. Patten 
wore in when you took them off Mrs. Pritchard'e bed? — ^Yes. 

Did you also take off Mrs. Pritchard's body-clothes? — I did. 

Where did you put themf — I put them in the dirty-clothes 
press also. 

Were you afterwards aaked to give them up to Mr. M'Oall 
alsot — ^I was. [Shown No. 96] — 'Hiese are what I gave to Mr. 
M*Call. 

When you gave these to Mr. M'Call, were they in the same 
state as they had been when you took them from Mrs. Pritchard's 
person f — ^Yes. 

The sheets had a yellow stain when taken off the bed, had 
they not I — ^Yee. 

The Lord Justigb-Clirk — Were they all stained in that way, 
do you meanf — ^There were stains on them all. 

Does that apply to the body-clothes as well as to the bed- 
clothes 1 — There were some stains on both. 

Mr. GiPFORD— On Saturday, Ist April, did you find anything 
in the kitchen pantry? — ^Yes ; I found a bag of tapioca. 

¥^0 was with you? — Catherine Lattimer was with me at the 
timew [Shown No. 84] — I gave that to Mr. Gemmell, the pro- 
curator-fiscal, and the sheriff-officer, Mr. Murray. 

The bag was about three-quarters fullf — Yes. 

All the time that you were in Dr. Pritchard*s house you did 
not use any tapioca ?--No ; there was none used while I was in 
the house. 

Did you notice the bag standing in the kitchen press? — ^Yes ; 
it had never been meddled with all the time I was there. 

Were you frequently in the consulting-room? — No; I was 
very seldom in it. 

Dr. Pritchard did not keep his consulting-room locked? — Not 
the door. 

Were there presses in the room 1 — Yes ; there were two. 

Was the door of the consulting-room itself kept locked while 
the doctor was out? — No ; it was always unlocked. 

Then were the presses in the consulting-room kept locked? — 
There was one that I never saw open at all. I have seen the 
other open sometimes. 

Was the one you never saw open kept locked? — I do not 
know, for I never tried whether it was locked or not; but 
it appeared to be. 

The other you have seen open sometimes ; what was in it ? — 
I could not say what was in it, but I have got eggs out of it 
from the doctor for the breakfast. 

The LoRn Justicb-Clbrk — Is that the locked or unlocked 
one? — The unlocked one. 

Mr. GiFFORD — ^Any time you noticed it, was the key in the 
door? — ^Yes. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

[. Pattenon During the whole time jou were in the house till Mn. 
Pritohard's deaths was she ever down to the dining-room floor! — 
Never to mj knowledge. She was never further down ^n 
the drawing-room. 

When jou showed the prisoner the bottle which jou found 
in Mrs. Taylor's dress the morning after she died, and when he 
said, "Grood heavens! has she taken all that since Tuesday," 
did he say anything more? — ^He said, "If she had told me, I 
would have known what she was taking ; besides, to send a girl 
like that for it 1 " 

Was that part of the same statement! — ^Yes. 

The Lonn Justigb-Clbbk — ^Tell us all he said. — ^He raised his 
hand and eyes towards heaven, and said, " Good heavens ! has 
she taken this since Tuesday. If she had told me I would have 
known what she was taking, and not sent a girl like that for it.'* 

That meant Mary Mliood, I suppose! — ^Tes. 

Mr. GiFFORD — Did he say anything more besides charging yoa 
to say nothing about it ! — Not that I remember. 

Did he say anything about his not knowing! — No; I U)ck 
it for granted. He said that Mary had told him that we had 
found a bottle in Mrs. Taylor's pocket. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^Was that when he came to ask you 
for the bottle ! — ^Tes ; and therefore I understood that he knew 
nothinc: about it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clark — ^Tou said you did not know 
that Mrs. Taylor was in the habit of taking the stuff you found 
in the bottle — Battle/s Sedative Solution f— No. 

And the prisoner told you to say nothing about it! — Tes. 

Did you understand him at the time to mean that you were 
not to say that Mrs. Taylor was taking that stuff! — I under- 
stood him to mean that we were to say nothing about finding 
it in Bfrs. Taylor's pocket. 

Not to say that Mrs. Taylor had been taking it! — ^Tes. 

That was all you understood! — Tes. 

When you tasted the cheese in the morning, did you tell the 
prisoner that you had been ill ! — No ; I did not. 

Tou never did at any time! — I did; the morning after I 
tasted the egg-flip. I asked how Mrs. Pritchard was, and he 
said she had had a very bad night. I said I had been very sick 
and vomiting during the night. He was in the pantry at the 
time, and, as far as I remember, he was gargling his throat 
after coming down from the bedroom 

All you said was that you had been sick and vomiting! — ^Tes. 

Who were in the house that night you made the egg-flip! — 
Mr. King and Mr. Connell, and Mary Mlicod. 

All the people that usually slept there! — ^Tes. 

After you left it in the pantry you did not see it till Mary 
Mlicod brought it down to the kitchen! — ^No. 
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How long would that be? — It might be ten minutes, more If . Patt 
or less ; I oould not exaotlj say. 

When Mrs. Pritoherd was raying was she speaking loud? — 
Not louder than her usual way of speaking. 

When she said she knew nothing about this till the boys 
came in dressed, you said she was speaking earnestly. Do you 
mean she spoke like a person not in her senses? — She was not 
speaking wildly, but in a quiet sort of way. 

Was she speaking differently from the time when she spoke 
about her mother?— No; but between the time she mentioned 
my name and then, I thought she knew me. 

The tone of voice from the beginning to the end was about 
the same? — Tes ; it was not in a wild, rough manner, but in a 
smooth way of speaking. 

Why did you think her raving? — Because she spoke as if her 
mother was present, when her mother was not present. 

How long was it between the times she spoke about her mother 
and about the boys ? — It was only a few minutes. 

What time of the nighi did you leave her? — I was not many 
minutes in the room — perhaps ten or fifteen minutes. 

Was she better when you left her? — She appeared quite 
sensible when I left her. 

And out of pain? — I did not think she was in pain, but she 
said to me she was afraid of cramp, and to rub her hands 
harder than I was doing. 

Tou did not leave her until you had done all you could do 
for her, I suppose? — ^The prisoner came in, and I then left the 
room. 

As to the presses in the consulting-room, you say one was 
locked, and one not — which one did you never see open? — The 
one beside the fire. 

There was one press in the same wall that the fire is in, and 
another in the wall opposite the fire? — ^Tes. 

It was the one next the fire that you never saw opened? — ^Yes. 

Re-examined by Mr. Gifford — ^When you told the prisoner the 
night after you tasted the egg-fiip that you had been sick and 
vomiting, what did he say? — He said it would be a bad job if I 
were laid up also. 

Did he give you anything? — No ; he did not. I returned to 
the kitchen. No more passed. 

When the egg-fiip was taken upstairs to the bedroom, you 
never saw it again?-— No. 

Did you afterwards see the glass in which it had been ? — ^No ; 
but I could not have distinguished it from other glasses. 

Did you usually wash the glasses? — Sometimes I did and 
soinetimes not. 

Tou never saw the egg-fiip or the glass in which it was after- 
wards so far as you are aware? — No. 



Dr. Pritchard. 

\L PattePMD Is ihe locked press on the same wall with the fireplace f — Yes; 
that is the one I never saw open. 

There is just one window in the consulting-room ? — ^Tes. 

The Lord Justici-Glibk — ^When jou are looking out of the 
window, which of the presses is to your right handf — The one 
which was sometimes open ; and the one which was never open 
is to the left hand. 

Mr. GiFTOBD — ^When you told the prisoner that you had been 
sick and vomiting that ni^t, did you tell him what was the 
cause of it, or what you supposed to be the cause! — No; I did 
not say anything more. 

The bottle that you found in Mrs. Taylor's pocket was taken 
out of the room by the prisoner that same night f — ^Tes. 

When did you next see it? — The next time I saw it, as far 
as I can recollect, I think was upon the Monday morning on 
which the body of Mrs. Taylor was taken to Edinburgh, but 
I am not certain of the day. 

Y^ere did you see it that dayf — On the comer of the chest 
of drawers under which I had put it in > the room where Mrs. 
Taylor's body was lying. 

Did you look at it particularly then? — ^No; I did not take 
it into my hands. 

Did you observe whether the liquid was still in it? — ^The liquid 
was still in it. I never touched it. 

When did you see it next? — The next time I saw it was in 
Superintendent M'Cali's hands, after the prisoner's apprehension. 

Tou were shown a bottle here, marked No. 85; was that a 
bottle of the same size and general appearance f — Yes ; I cannot 
say more precisely that it is the same bottle. 
Karj If *L60d Mart M'Lbod, recalled, examined by the SoucrroR-GBNRRAL — 
You were in Dr. Pritchard's house after his wife's body was 
taken to Edinburgh? — Yes. 

On the Tuesday the police were in the house, and you saw 
Superintendent M'Call there? — ^Yes. 

Did you give him a bottle? — ^Yes. 

[Shown No. 85] — ^Is that the bottle you gave him? — It is very 
like it It is the same looking bottle and the same looking label. 

And there was a dark -coloured liquid in it ? — ^Yes. 

You said that was like the bottle that you saw after Mrs. 
Taylor's body was dressed? — ^Yes. 

Where did you find it? — It was in a drawer. The chest of 
drawers had been in the room when Mrs. Taylor died, and aho 
when Mrs. Pritchard died; but they had been removed into 
the lobby by the time Superintendent M'Call came to the house 
to search, and in one of ttie drawers of that chest of drawers 1 
found the bottle and gave it to him. 

Was there any other bottle like it in the house that you 
knew of? — ^No. 
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The Lord Justicb-Clbbk — ^How did you come to look for the Mary ll*Loa 
bottle in the drawers? — ^Mr. M'Call asked me to look for the 
bottle that was found in Mrs. Tajlor's pocket after her death. 

7. Jbssib Bbtdbn or Nabb, examined by Mr. Crichton — ^I go Jessie Nsbli 
out as a washerwoman, and have been employed sometimes by 
Dr. Prit<5hard's family. I remember being sent for the night that 
Sirs. Taylor died, between twelve and one in the morning, to 
assist in dressing the body. Mary Patterson and I dressed the 
body. I saw a bottle found in Mrs. Taylor's pocket. [Shown 
No. 85.] That is the bottle, and the label is the same. The 
bottle was about three-parts full of a brownish liqmd, which did 
not come under the label. 

The LoBD Jubticb-Clbrk — ^That is to say, it stood about the 
lower edge of the label? — Yes. 

Mr. Crichton — Did you see what was done with it? — ^Mary 
Patterson put it upon the drawers. 

Upon the drawers or under the drawers? — I think it was 
under the drawers, because we were both on the floor at the 
time gathering up the clothes. 

Did you see the prisoner after that? — Yes ; he came into 
the room, and said that Mary M'Leod had told him that we 
had found a bottle in Mrs. Taylor's pocket. He asked Mary 
Patterson to give it hira, and she knelt down and gave it 
him. He looked at it, and said, '' Good heavens, has she taken 
all that since Monday? " He said she ought not to have got 
a girl like that to buy it for her, but she ought to have asked 
him to buy it for her, and he would have got it ; then he said 
she had been in the habit of taking it for years. 

Did he say anything about Mrs. Taylor's illness? — Yes ; he 
said she had been indulging in liquor for a few days, and had 
taken an overdose of the opium. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — By which you understood him to 
mean Battley's mixture? — ^Yes. 

Mr. Cbiohton — Did he say anything more about it? — ^He told 
us to say nothing about it, because it might lead to trouble. 

When did he say that?— At night in the bedroom. 

Did he speak to you again about this bottle? — ^Yes; next 
morning in the consulting-room, between eight and nine o'clock. 
I had gone in to make up the fire. He told me to take no 
notice to any one about the bottle. I asked if it was dangerous, 
and he said yes ; it was poisonous when one took too much of it. 

Do you remember seeing Mrs. Pritchard one day in January 
when you were there? — Yes; I cannot remember the date, but 
I know it was in the month of January. 

Had you been carrying up coals to the bedroom? — ^Yes. 

Did you hear anything before you went into the room ? — ^Yes ; 
I heard Mrs. Pritchard retching very much indeed. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

Nabb Did you go in, or did you wait a little I — ^I waited a little. 
She rang the bell very violently, and then I went in. 

Where did you find Mrs. Pritchard? — Leaning over the basin- 
stand. 

What time of day waa this! — ^About seven o'clock in the 
evening. 

Did she ask you to give her anything 1 — ^Yes ; ahe asked me 
to give her a drink of cold water. 

Had she been downstairs before thatt — ^Tes ; ahe came out 
of the dining-room, and went up to her bedroom. 

Had she ^n down at tea? — ^Yes. 

The Lord Justicb-Clerk — Very shortly before? — ^Yee. 

Mr. Crichton — Did she ask for anything else? — She asked 
me to put her to bed, and give her a bottle of hot water for 
her feet, as she was very cold. 

Did you assist her into bed? — ^Yes. 

Did she complain of the sickness after she was in bed? — She 
only said she did not know when that sickness would cease. 

Did she say anything more about it? — No; Catherine Lattimer 
came in, and I left the room. 

The Lord Justicb-Clhrk — Did you get the bottle of hot water 
for her? — ^No; Catherine Lattimer attended to her. 

Mr. Crichton — ^Did you see Mrs. Taylor the week before she 
died? — ^Yes; on the Wednesday night, during the week in 
which she died. 

Did she say anything to you about Mrs. Pritchard's illness 
then? — Yes; she said she coidd not understand Mrs. Pritchard's 
illness, for she was one day well and another day very ill, and 
that she had been very ill the night before. 

Did she say how she had been iU? — She said she had been 
very ill — sick and vomiting all the night through. 

Did she say anything about cramp ^— No. 

Were you washing in Dr. Pritchard's house after Mrs. Taylor's 
death, upon the 9th of March? — ^Yee. 

Were you in Mrs. Pritchard's bedroom that night? — ^Yes. 

Were some soiled bed-clothes taken off the bed by you ? — Yes. 

Did they appear to have been soiled with vomited matter? — 
Yes. 

Did she say to you she had been sick? — Yes; she told me she 
had been sick, but that she was not aware of it till she awoke 
in the morning. 

The Lord Justicb-Clerk — She had vomited in her aleep? — 
Yes. 

Mr. Crichton — Had Mrs. Pritchard spoken to you frequently 
about her sickness? — ^Very seldom; I saw very little erf her. 

Did she ever tell you how she was when she was in Edinburgh? 
— She said she felt much better when she was in Edinburgh. 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

Tou pointed out to Prof eesor Penny the quantity of liquid Jestle Nabb 
which waa in the bottle when you saw it last? — ^Tes. 

Cro6»<examined by Mr. Clark — Tou told us the converBation 
that passed between you and Dr. Pritchard when he came in 
at the time you and Mary Patterson were dressing Mrs. Taylor's 
body. Have you told us all that passed? — ^Yes. 

Was Mary Patterson present during the whole of the 
conyersation f — ^Yes. 

Was anybody else present besides Mary Patterson and you? — 
No. 

Was Mary M'Leod not there? — No. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — When you showed Dr. Penny the 
quantity of liquid that had been in the bottle, was there anything 
in it? — No; it was then empty. 

Did you see the bottle more than once? — I only saw it the 
night I was in Mrs. Taylor's room ; and I saw it again empty. 

8. Thomas Albzandsr Con^ell, examined by the Solicitor- t. a. Connell 
Gbnbral — I am a SEtudent of medicine. I boarded with D/. 
Pritchard at one time. I went to him in November, 1863. I 
remained till after his wife's death. I was in his house when 
his wife went to Edinburgh in November last. I remember 
her going to Edinburgh. I spent the Christmas and New Tear 
holidays with my father at Helensburgh ; and I was away when 
Mrs. Pritchard returned. I found her at home when I came 
back. I returned shortly after the New Year. She appeared 
to me in pretty good health at that time. I knew she had been 
ailing before she went to Edinburgh. After my return in 
January I observed that she became unwell again. She told 
me she had a cold. She did not complain of anything else. I 
remember her complaining in the prisoner's presence of being 
unwell one night in the third week of January. It was in the 
dining-room, when the prisoner and myself were there, after 
tea. She said she felt unwell, and would go to bed. It appeared 
to come on her suddenly, and she left the room. I don't remem- 
ber of her ever coming down to her meals after that. I did 
not see her again till after her mother's death. She never said 
much to me about how she felt. That was the only occasion 
that I remember when she complained of illness in my presence. 
I next saw her the week after her mother's death. During that 
time I generally asked the doctor every morning at breakfast- 
time how she was. Sometimes he said she was greatly better, 
and sometimes he said she was falling off. He did not at that 
time say what was the matter with her. Shortly before her 
death, and after Mrs. Taylor's death, he told me that he thought 
it was gastric typhoid that was the matter with Mrs. Pritchard. 
He had not before that given any name to her illness. He 
mentioned sickness as one of the symptoms of her illness. He 
said the sickness came on whenever she had eaten anything. 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

T. A. OoDii«ll He referred to this aeveral timesu He never mentiooed cnunp 
as a 87mpt4Hn of her iUnees. I heard of that f fchd Mrs. Taylor. 
The onlj sjmptom oi ilhiees which the prieooer told me of wm 
the sickness. Mrs. Taylor said Mrs. Pritchard was sick every 
time she tasted food, and was sometimes attacked with cramp 
in her arms and hands. She said the cramp came on after tea 
and at night. Mrs. Taylor once spoke to me about being sick 
herself. She said she was sick after taking some tapioca that 
had been prepared for Mrs. Pritchard. Mrs. Pritchard bad 
refused to take it, and she, Mrs. Taylor, had taken it, and 
about an hour and a half after she was seized with sioknesi 
and vomiting, which continued about an hour. I understood 
her to say it was seyere. She also said she was rery glad thai 
Mrs. Pritchard had not taken it, as it might have proved fatal 
to her in her delicate state. She said die would send the 
tapioca back to the shop, for it was bad. 

The SouciTOR-GsNBRAL — Did she say that her sickness and 
vomiting were like those with which Mrs. Pritchard was afflicted? 
— She said something of the kind, but I cannot remember the 
words. 

But although you don't rememb^ Uie words, the idea she 
conveyed to you was Uiat her attack was like Mrs. Pritchard't 
own t— Yes. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clbrk — I cannot tell the day that this 
occurred; but it was shortly after Mrs. Taylor came. 

By the Soucitor-Gbnbral — I was told Mrs. Taylor died at 
an early hour on Saturday morning. I had seen her upon the 
Friday. It did not appear to me that there was anything the 
matter with her when I saw her. I noticed no change upon 
her. I always thought her a strcttg, healthy old ladj. I saw 
no difference on her on the Friday. She took tea that night 
with the prisoner and myself and the rest of the family in 
the dining-room just as usual about seven o'clock. She left the 
dining-room shortly after, as she was in the habit of doing. 
She generally went to Mrs. Pritchard's room after tea. I next 
heard of her about half-past nine o'clock. The prisoner 
came into the room and said Mrs. Taylor was taken suddenly 
ill, and asked me to go for Dr. Paterson. I asked what was 
the matter with her, and he said he thought it was apoplexy. I 
went for Dr. Paterson, and he came about ten minutes after. 
I was not present when Dr. Paterscw was in the room. I saw 
Dr. Pritchard for a few minutes shortly after Dr. Paterson left. 
I asked him whether Mrs. Taylor was any better. He replied 
that she was not. I asked if it was apoplexy, and he said it 
was. The next I heard oi Mrs. Taylor was the foUowing mcMiiing. 
The priscmer came to my room early, and said something which 
at first I could not catch ; but when I awoke and understood him, 
it was that Mrs. Taylor had died about half-past twelve o'clock 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

▼ery calmlj and peacefully. He told me afterwards she was T. A. ConneU 
unconecious for smne time before she died, but that she had 
reoovered oonsciousness for a few minutes immediately before 
her death. I left the house next day, and returned on Monday, 
6th March. I saw Mra Pritchard that day in the drawing-room. 
I asked her how she felt, and ^e said she was pretty well. The 
prisoner was in the room at the time. I thought, from her 
appearance, that she was getting better. She seemed conyales- 
cent; but her face looked rather haggard. I saw her again 
about a week before her death, in the drawing-room. She 
seemed much about the same in health as when I had seen her 
before. She did not tell me anything about herself. The 
prisoner was not present, and she asked me to go for him, which 
I did. She did not say why she wanted him. I never saw 
Mrs. Pritchard again alive. I asked the prisoner about her 
generally every morning. He said she was getting better, and 
that he thought she was coming round. 

The Lord Justice-Clerk — How long did he continue to say 
that ? — Until the day she died. 

Examination resimied — He complained of being worn out by 
sitting up so often at night watching her, but that she had often 
done the same thing for him when he was ill. I understood 
him to mean that he did not grudge sitting up, for she had 
done as much for him. On the night before Mrs. Pritchard's 
death, about nine o'clock the prisoner gave me a doctor's 
prescription to get for him, and told me to go to the Glasgow 
Medical Hall, Elmbank Street I went and got two phials 
containing a liquid preparation, which I gave to the prieoner. 
I did not read the prescription. [Shown No. 13.] That is 
ihe prisoner's handwriting; but I cannot be sure if it is the 
one he gave me. I brought the prescription back from the 
apothecary's, and gave it to Dr. Pritchard, along with the phials. 
[Shown No. 92.] This is about the size of the phial, and 
&ie colour of the stuff is the same. The prisoner, when he 
gave me the prescription, said it was for bis wife. I was told 
of Mrs. Pritchard's death on the following morning by Mary 
M'Leod. I used to be frequently in the prisoner's consulting- 
room, but not for six months before Mrs. Pritchard's death. 
I went in when I wanted to get a book from the library. There 
were a few tinctures kept in a cupboard in the consulting-rocmi. 
There were two cupboards, but the tinctures were kept in the 
one which was in the same wall as the window. When you 
are looking out of the window this cupboard is on your right 
hand. There were no tinctures or any other medicines kept 
elsewhere that I know of. The prisoner was not in the habit 
of making up medicines for his patients, to my knowledge. 
It was not his practice to send medicines to his patients since 
he came to Glasgow. I never saw him making experiments 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

T. A. Ctonell with chemicals or compounding drugs in the oonaulting-roooi 
or elsewhere. [Shown Noe. 19, 20, and 82.] These are thm 
diaries in Dr. Pritdiard'g handwriting. 

Crosfrexamined hy Mr. Clark — ^I remember Mra Pritchard 
going to Edinburgh hist year. I remained in Dr. Pritdiard's 
house in Glasgow while ^e was in Edinburgh. I was ill in 
NoTember during the time that she was away. I had sickneii 
and cramp. I took ill first about dinner-time and vomited, 
and could scarcely sit up. I was iU for a fortnight after that 
I was only away from the dinner-table, however, for three or 
four days during that time. I was ill again in February. Every 
morning after breakfast I was sick, and that continued about 
two hours every day. It was about half an hour after breakfast 
when the sickness came on. My illness lasted a week in the 
beginning of February, and then it came on again towards 
the latter end of that month. I cannot tell where the breakfast 
was prepared, nor can I say where the tea was made; but it 
was always poured out at table. It was brought up made, 
sometimes by Catherine Lattimer and sometimes by Mazy 
M^Leod. 

Re-examined by the Solicitor-Gbnbiial — ^The prisoner was in 
the habit of pouring out some of the tea at the table and sending 
it up to his wife by the servant. I have seen him (»ce or twice 
go away as if to take up the tea himself. Shortly after Mrs. 
Taylor came to the house I was sick in the same way. That 
was a third attack. I never felt sick after any other meal 
except breakfast — and that not every day. I vomited; the 
sickness always produced vomiting. In November I was troubled 
with cramp. It was the same sort of illness in February that 
I had in November. It was invariably after mealsi I waa ^rst 
taken ill at dinner-time, but after that I could not take any 
food without being sick. The cramp returned now and again 
in February, but not very often. It was generally in my hands. 
I was not able to account for the sickness. I mentioned it to 
the prisoner. He said he was afraid it was gastric typhoid. 
After my illness in November, whenever I was well enough to 
go home, I went to my father's. I never had any sickness at 
home. 

By Mr. Clark — ^The prisoner was ill himself in November 
in the same kind of way. 

By the Souotor-Ginsral — ^And he was ill sometimes in 
February also. I cannot tell if he was as ill as I was^ but he 
was affected in the same way. 

By the Lord Jubticb-Clsrk — ^Besides the sickness, vomiting, 

and cramp in November, I also suffered fnxn constipation. In 

February I did so now and again, but not regularly. 

B. J.C. King 9. Richard John Christian King, examined by Mr. Gifford — 

I am a medical student. I went to board with Dr. Pritchard 
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in the ead of Ojtober last. Mra Pritchard seemed to be in R. J. C. Klnff 
good health then. I remember her going to Edinburgh. She 
waa a little delicate before she left. I remember her coming 
back. She was prettj well when she returned; she got worse 
after her return. I am not sure that the prisoner ever spoke 
to me about her. He described her complaint as gastric fever. 
After her return from Edinburgh she was occasionally confined 
to bed. I remember Mrs. Taylor coming. Mrs. Pritchard was 
confined to bed then. I saw Mrs. Pritchard only once while her 
mother was there; that was in the drawing-room. I remember 
the morning after Mrs. Taylor died. I saw her that night 
between seven and ei^t. She was in the consulting-room 
writing letters. She appeared to be quite well. I next heard 
of her at ten o'clock. The prisoner told me that she was 
dangerously ilL I asked what was the matter, and he said it 
was apoplexy. I went to bed between eleven and twelve, and 
was awoke «iter twelve by one of the servants, who told me the 
prisoner wanted me. I got up and saw him; he asked me to 
go to the telegraph office and telegraph to Mr. Michael Taylor, 
Edinburgh, that Mrs. Taylor, his wife, was dangerously ill. The 
prisoner told me at that time that she was dangerously ill; he 
did not say that she was dead. I went and telegraphed accord- 
ingly. When I returned the prisoner asked me to go back to the 
office and telegraph that she was dead. He then told me that 
she was dead before, but that he did not want to alarm the 
old gentleman. After Mrs. Taylor's death I never saw Mrs. 
Pritchard; she was always upstairs. I remember the night 
before her death. I came in about eleven and went to bed. I 
was awoke between a quarter and half-past twelve by Mary 
Patterson. I rose and went into the prisoner's bedroom. He 
was in bed beside Mrs. Pritchard. Mrs. Pritchard was dead. 
The prisoner said she was not dead, and asked me to go for 
Dr. Paterson. I went and saw Dr. Paterson, and told him to 
come, and he said he would. When I came back to the house 
one of the servants met me, and told me that the doctor was 
not to come. No reason was assigned to me for his not coming. 
I then went down to the Victoria Hotel for Mr. Michael Taylor, 
of Edinburgh, Mrs. Pritchard's father, who was living there. 
I can't remember which of the servants it was who told me 
to go to the Victoria Hotel, but it was one of them. I brought 
Mr. Taylor up to the house. I slept in the room next to Mrs. 
Pritchard's. I have heard her vomiting during the night — not 
frequently, but more than once— five or six times. I did not 
hear her vomiting in the mornings. 

10. jANirr Hamilton, examined by the Soliottob-Gbnbral — j. HamUUm 
I am a dressmaker in Glasgow. I was acquainted with Mrs. 
Pritchard, the prisoner's wife. I was in the habit of making 
dresses for her, and I occasionally went to see her. I remember 
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J. Hamiltoii being sent for to see her shortly b^ore her death, on Wednes- 
day, 8th March. I went about nine o'clock in ihe morning, 
but I did not see Mrs. Pritchard till later in tJie forenoon, when 
I saw her in the drawing-room. She was looking better then 
than when I had last seen her after her mother's death. She 
said she did not understand this retching which troubled her; 
and that if it left her alone she thought she would be all right. 
I asked what she was taking in the way of medicines, and she 
said Teiy little. She said the retching came upon her always 
after food, and that she was often sick at night. She said ^e 
did not understand her illness. I had asked her what her 
trouble was, and she said that was what she would like to know, 
but that she could not account for it. She said afterwards that 
it was very strange that she was always well in Edinburgh and 
ill at home. The answer I gave her was that perhaps it was 
because Edinburgh was Her native air. She said she did not 
know about that. I thought that she looked very serious. 
She said she did not know what was wrong with her. 
She said she was very anxious to know about her illness, and 
that she thought she would very soon get better if the retching 
would leave her. I understood from her that that was the only 
thing the matter with her. 
DF.WlUiamT. H. Dr. William Tbnnant Gaibdneb, examined by Mr. 
Salrdner GiFPORD — I am Professor of Medicine in the University of 
Glasgow. I know the prisoner. I remember receiving a 
message requesting me to call at his house on the night between 
the 8th and 9th of February, I think between twelve and half- 
past one. I cannot come nearer the time. I had not retired 
for the night, as I was making preparations for a lecture next 
morning. The message was to come and see Mrs. Pritchard. 
I went immediately. I had never seen her before, so far as I 
know. 

The LoBD Justige-Clbrk — Never as a patient? — No. 

Mr. GiFFOBD — ^You met Dr. Pritchard at the house! — Yes. 

Did he take you to his wife's bedroom? — Yes. 

Did he tell you before he introduced you what was the 
matter with her? — In general terms. He said she had been 
very sick, and that her stomach was not able to bear food. I 
think he said she had been some weeks so. 

Did he say anything more? — Not just at that time, I think. 

I mean before he introduced you ? — I think not. 

When he had introduced you, did he still continue to speak to 
you about her symptoms ? — ^At intervals ; but I cannot remember 
exactly. 

How did you find Mrs. Pritchard — ^was she in bed? — I found 
her in bed, l3ring on her back, with a considerably flushed face, 
and in a state of pretty considerable excitement. She then, 
I think, told me herself she had been sick. 
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Tou said that the prisoner went on to speak of her symptoms? Dp. Willi 
Ygg Galrdne 

Did he say anything about spasms? — He did; but I cannot 
rem^uber whether I got the first information of the spasms 
from him or from her. 

Was any opinion expressed by the prisoner as to what was 
the matter with her? — The only thing I recollect was after 
the spasms became known to me, and he then said that it was 
catalepsy. 

Did he mention that any other medical man had seen her? — 
He mentioned that Dr. Cowan, of Edinburgh, had seen her. 

Did he say if Dr. Cowan had ordered anything? — I think 
afterwards he said that Dr. Cowan had ordered stimulants, and 
he said that his wife had had chloroform, but whether by Dr. 
Cowan's orders or not I do not know. 

Did he say his wife had had the stimulants ? — I think so. He 
said she had had champagne. 

Tou spoke to Mrs. Pritchard, I suppose? — Oh, yee. 

Did she say anything about haying sent for you ? — ^Yes ; she 
began by apologising for not having sent for me sooner. She 
said that Dr. Cowan was an old friend of the family, that 
though she had wished to send for me, she had sent for him on 
that account, and made a kind of apology to me for not sending 
for me before. I told her there was no necessity for apology, 
because all that she had done was perfectly natural and right. 

Did she say anything about her own brother? — Yes; d^e said 
she was aware that I wa« a class-fellow of her brother. Dr. 
Michael Taylor, of Penrith. 

Did she seem to know that her brother was a college friend of 
yours ? — ^Yes. 

You had some other conversation with her about her symptoms, 
and how she felt? — Yes ; we had a good deal of general conversa- 
tion about her symptoms. 

What state did you find her in? — She had been sick. I 
found her to a certain extent exhausted, but not by any means 
extremely so. She had a pretty good pulse. There was 
nothing in her symptoms indicating inunediate danger; and 
the most remarkable thing about her was the violent state of 
mentcd excitement she was in, and the spasms of the hands. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — There was no immediate danger 
from exhaustion? — I thought not, from the state of the pulse 
and the general aspect of the patient. 

But the most striking symptom was the excitement and the 
spasms in her hands, of whdch she told you ? — ^Yes. 

Mr. GiFFORD— Did you yourself observe the spasms in the 
hands? — I did. She held her hands outside the bed-clothes 
above her head, and I saw that the wrists were turned in, and 
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ip.WlUUuiiT. the thumbs somewhat inverted towards the wrists — a Ytrj 
**'*"•■* peculiar state of the hand. I think it was owing to her 
mentioning this that Dr. Pritchard used the word catalepsy. 

Did you form any opinion as to the cause of her excitement?— 
I thought that she was intoxicated. 

You attributed it to the stimulants? — ^I did. I attributed 
it to the combination of champagne and chloroform. 

Did you make any further examination) — ^Yes; I then witii- 
drew to the fire in order to warm my hands, with the view of 
making an examination of her person, and I had no sooner 
moved towards the fire than she began to scream out at the top 
of her voice, " Oh, you cruel, cruel man," or something like that, 
" you unfeeling man ; don't leave me " ; and I returned to the 
bed, and said I was not going to leave her. I then returned 
to ^e fire, and was warming my hands, and while I was doing 
so she got into a state of most violent hysterical excitement, 
screaming out various exclamations, which, after a little while, 
I ceased to take any notice of, because I thought she was not 
responsible for them, being, as I considered, temporarily intoxi- 
cated. The general purport of them, was to the effect that I 
was extremely unfeeling in leaving her alone and going to the 
fireside. I returned to her, and examined her person ; I took 
up the bed-clothes and examined the belly, and I asked particu- 
larly both her and Dr. Pritchard if there was any chance of her 
being pregnant — ^pregnancy being a frequent cause of vomiting. 
I found there was none ; and then, after various other inquiries, 
and feeling her pulse, looking at the state of her skin, and so on, 
I came to the conclusion that she was not in a state to give any 
evidence at all about her own previous history that night, and 
I gave the orders I thought necessary, and left her. 

Did you order that the stimulants should be discontinued? — 
Yes. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbbe — ^To whom did you state that! — ^To 
Dr. Pritchard and also to her; but I repeated it more em- 
phatically to Dr. Pritchard than to her, because I told him very 
decidedly that I thought this was very improper treatment, 
and that she was to get no stimulants whatever until I saw her 
again. 

Mr. GiTFORD — ^From what you observed, did you see any symp- 
toms of catalepsy in her? — No. 

You formed a distinct opinion that there was no catalepsy? — I 
may explain that I hardly know what catalepsy is. It is not a 
disease within ordinary medical experience at all. Most of 
what we know of it is from books ; and what is written about 
it is to a great extent apocryphal; therefore I don't presume 
to be an authority ui)on catalepsy. 

Do you remember of her using any expression while you 
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were there, to you or to anj one, about hypocrites f — ^I cannot Dp. William 
say. She used a great deal of language in her hysterical state Oalpdner 
of which I took no notice, and, in fact, deliberately and inten- 
tionaUy ignored. 

The Lord Jubticb-Clbrk — ^You intentionally paid no atten- 
tion to HI — Yes; I thought it was as well to show her that I 
did not wish to give attention to such expressions. 

Were any of the servants present ? — I have great difficulty in 
remembering that. My attention was concentrated upon Mrs. 
Pritchard. I have some recollection of Catherine Lattimer, 
but none at all of the other servant, and she, I think, I saw 
cbiefly at the following visit. 

You left that night?— Yes. 

Did you say anything to Dr. Pritchard before you left? — 
I spoke to him in strong terms about the impropriety of this 
practice of giving stimulants, and said it was very bad treat- 
ment. He said it had been ordered by Dr. Cowan. He rather 
seemed to indicate that he concurred with me in disapproving 
of the champagne, but asked me if she was to get no more 
chloroform. I said, '* No, no stimulants and no medicine till 
I see her again." 

Did you arrange when you were to see her again? — ^Yes; I 
was to see her the same day of which this was the morning. I 
called between twelve and one o'clock. 

That was the 9th February?— Yes. 

Did you see Dr. Pritchard? — I did. He said Mrs. Pritchard 
was better, and quite quiet. 

Did you go to Mrs. Pritchard's bedroom? — ^We went to her 
bedroom, and I found her quiet. 

Free from fever? — ^Yes. 

Had you any conversation with her? — ^Yes; in general terms 
I assured myself that she felt better, and that she had not 
vomited since I saw her; but she still had the remains of the 
spasms in her hands. 

The Lord Jubticb-Clbrk — ^That was about twelve hours after 
your former visit? — ^Yes. 

Mr. GiFFORD — Dr. Pritchard was there the whole time? — ^He 
was. 

How long were you there? — ^About ten minutes. I directed 
that she was stiU to get no stimulants and no medicine, and 
that when she required food she was to get a boiled egg plain, 
and milk and bread, but nothing else ; and I told her that my 
object was to make her diet as simple as possible, in order that 
there might be no possiblity of her taking anything that would 
disagree with her. 

That is, nothing that would produce sickness or sit heavy 
on her stomach? — Yes ; I think I told her that if her stomach 
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v.WUUamT. bad fair play it would digest milk and the simple food I 
•*«>^ indicated. 

Did you say anything more to Dr. Pritchard I — ^I simply 
repeated generally what I had said to her. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbsk — ^Tou said if her stomach had fair 
play it would digest mi&i — I do not wish it to be understood 
that I used these words. I do not remember the exact words ; 
but I endeaTOured to impress her with the idea that her stomsdi 
would digest a simple thing when it could not digest compli- 
cated things ; and that she must not load it with medicine and 
a variety of food, but must go back to perfectly simple food. 

Mr. GiFFORD — Did you form any opinion as to what was the 
matter with her? — I was very much puzzled. I thought she 
was intoxicated the evening before — drunk, in fact ; but beyond 
that I formed no very decided opinion. 

Did you say, on leaving on the second visit, that you would 
retium again 9— I do not think I fixed any time. 

Did you think her case required serious and constant atten- 
tion) — ^Yes; my impression was that if I had been a general 
practitioner, in attendance upon her, I should probably havs 
seen her every day, or twice a day ; but there was a doctor in 
the house, and my habit is to act as a consulting physician. 

The LoBO JuBTiOB-CumK — Tou considered that you had been 
called in by the prisoner as a consulting physician 9 — ^Tes. 

Mr. GiFFORD — This was upon the 9th. Did you return next 
day 9 — ^No; I never saw her again. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^Were you ever sent for again) — 
No ; I had to leave town for a distant engagement on the Friday, 
and before leaving town I wrote a note or sent a message to 
ascertain how Mrs. Pritchard was, and received for answer that 
she was better. I then left for my engagement, and returned 
on the Saturday afternoon. On my return there was a patient 
waiting for me; and while I was engaged with the patient I 
believe Dr. Pritchard called and left word that his wife was 
better, and that I need not call. 

Mr. GiFFORD — Did you write to your friend Dr. Taylor, in 
Penrith, about the easel — ^Tes; I think it was on the 9th 
February, after my second visit. My reason for doing so was 
that I was puzzled, and that I thought the practice bad in so far 
as stimulants were concerned at least, and that I wished to be 
backed up and aided by his assistance. 

Were there any symptoms of gastric fever upon Mrs. Pritchard 
so far as you observed? — I did not think there was any fever 
at all. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clark— Tou said you did not under- 
stand what was the meaning of the word catalepsy which the 
prisoner used? — It was not I who applied the word to the case. 
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I do not say it was, but I thought you said you did not under- Dp. William 
stand the meaning of the word as applied? — No; it seemed to ®»*'^«' 
me to have no application to the case. 

Had you known the prisoner before? — Yes; I think for one 
or two years. My connection with him has been chiefly seeing 
a few cases with him in consultation. 

The Lord Justics-Clbrk — Tou knew him as a medical man 
for a year or two previous? — Yes. 

Mr. Clabk — ^Was his nomenclature correct? — In this case? 

No ; in general. Had he any peculiarity in the way in which 
he spoke of disease? — ^Well, I can't answer that question. 

Did you not observe anything peculiar in his nomenclature 
of disease? — Perhaps it was occasionally a little at random. 

What was it you observed in him? — I have no distinct 
impression. 

You say it was perhaps a little at random. What do you 
mean by that? — I mean that I do not think he was a model of 
accuracy, wisdom, and caution in applying names to things. 

Well, without being a model of wisdom, accuracy, and caution, 
what was the way in which he spoke of disease?-— I have said 
before that there was nothing that caught my attention. I 
think he was rather a careless man in his ideas. 

Was that through ignorance, do you suppose? — ^I cannot tell. 

Was he a skilful man in his profession? — I had not enough 
to do with him to form an opinion. 

Tell me what symptoms you observed in Mrs. Pritchard when 
you saw her on the second day? — I think the chief symptom was 
the remains of the spasm. 

What was the state of her pulse ? — It was pretty quiet. 

What was the state of her tongue? — I have no distinct im- 
pression about the state of her tongue. Her colour was good, 
but rather high. 

Was she very prostrate? — I think not. 

You said you wrote to her brother after you saw her the first 
night? — ^Yes. 

Did you indicate to him that there had been anything more 
than improper treatment — that there had been any foul play ? 

Witness — You mean poison? 

Mr. Clark — ^Yes. 

WrrNBSs — Certainly not. 

12. Dr. Jambs Patbbson, examined by the SoLiorroR-GainiRAL Dr. Jamat 
— I am a doctor of medicine in Glasgow, and have been in Paterson 
practice there upwards of thirty years. I was formerly Pro- 
fessor of Midwifery in the Andersonian University. I resigned 
about two years ago. I reside at No. 6 Windsor Place, 
Sauchiehall Street, a division of the street in which Dr. Pritchard 
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Dp. James lived. I remember being called to Dr. Pritchard's houBe on 
Paterton Friday evening, the 24tb. February. 

Was that the first time that you had been caUed there?— 
The first time that I ever crossed his threshold. 

What time of night were you called? — Between half -past ten 
and a quarter to eleven. 

Did you see Dr. Pritchard f — ^I met him in the lobby or hall 
of his own house. 

Tell us, if you please, what he said to you I — ^He conducted 
me into his consulting-room on the first floor, and then he told 
me that his mother-in-law, while in the act of writing a letter, 
had suddenly been taken ill, had fallen off her chair upon the 
floor, and had been conveyed upstairs to the bedroom. 

Did he say how long before your visit this happened? — I think 
he said about half an hour or an hour before I came. I asked 
if he could assign any reason for the suddenness of the attack 
He said his mother-in-law and Mrs. Pritchard had been par- 
taking of some bitter beer, as I understood, for supper, soon 
after which they both became sick and vomited, and both com- 
plained that the beer was much more bitter to the taste than 
usual. 

Tou are telling us now what he said to you on your first 
arrival in the consulting-room, where he and you were alone 
together? — I am. He said that they could not have taken more 
than one-third part of a pint each, because there was still some 
remaining in the bottle. I said I did not think it possible 
that either Allsopp's or Bass's beer could produce such an effect, 
and that the attack must depend upon some other cause. 

Why did you mention Allsopp's and Bass's beer? — ^These were 
the only two that struck my mind at the moment. 

Did he point to the beer bottle on the table? — ^Afterwards, 
but not at this time. I then asked him in regard to the 
previous state of his mother-in-law's health, and particularly 
with reference to her social habits, when, by a particular 
insinuation, he led me distinctly to understand Uiat she was in 
the habit of taking a drop occasionally. 

The Lord Jubtige-Clbrk — ^Drinking spirits, you mean ? — ^Yes. 

The Soucftor-Gbneral — ^What else did he say? — He stated 
also that Mrs. Pritchard had been very poorly for a long time 
past with gastric fever ; and that some days previously he had 
telegraphed for his mother-in-law to come through to attend 
to her in her illness. We then went upstairs to the bedroom. 
On entering, I observed Mrs. Taylor on the outside of the bed 
next to me. She was lying on her right side with all her 
clothes on, and on her head a cap with a small artificial flower. 
She had all the appearance of having had a sudden seizure. 
Mrs. Pritchard, in her nightdress, with her hair very much dis- 
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hevelled, was in the same bed, but underneath the bed-clothee, Dp. Ji 

and sitting up immediately beyond her mother. On examining ^*^p*o** 
Mrs. Taylor, my impression was that she had previously been 
in g^ood health. 

The Lord Justicb-Glbrk — Was she dead or living f — She was 
living at this time. 

The SouciTORrGBNBRAL — She appeared to be a healthy-looking 
old lady? — ^I should aay so. She seemed rather above the 
ordinary size, good-looking, well-formed, altogether a very 
superior-looking person for her station of life, and certainly 
not having the slightest appearance of being addicted to the 
use of spirituous or intoxicating liquors. On examination, her 
face was rather pale, but the expression was calm and placid. 
The eyelidfl were partially closed, the lips were rather livid, the 
breathing slow and laborious. The skin waa cool and covered 
with a clammy perspiration. The pulse was almost imper- 
ceptible, and she seemed to me to be perfectly unconscious. 
On opening the eyelids I found both pupils very much con- 
tracted. From those 83rmptoms^ and judging from her general 
appearance, my conviction was tliat she was under the influence 
of opium, or some other powerful narcotic, and I at once 
pronounced my opinion that ahe was dying. 

Tou stated that to Dr. Pritchard, who was beside you all 
the time? — Yes, decidedly. On my doing so Pritchard said 
something in an undertone of voice, being apparently unwilling 
that my opinion should be heard by the ladies, which was quite 
natural and common. We retired a little from the bedside, 
near to the fireplace, and I then stated distinctly that she was 
dying. Pritchard aaid i^e had frequently had attacka of a 
similar kind before, but never one so severe. I said that nothing 
we could do would have the slightest effect, but that, as a laat 
resource, we might try mustard poultices to the soles of the 
feet, the calves of the legs, and the inside of the thighs, and as 
quickly as possible administer a strong turpentine enema. 
Pritchard at once proceeded to prepare the enema, and said he 
had given her one a little before, in which he had administered 
a glass of brandy. The old lady lay apparently comatose; but 
on being roused a little, and tiie head and shoulders slightly 
elevated, a degree of consciousness ensued, and the pulse became 
perceptible at the wrist. 

Was that rousing the first thing you had done to test whether 
she was really conscious or not? — It was. 

And what you meant by saying that she was seemingly uncon- 
scious before was that she was not then manifesting conscious- 
ness? — Yes. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^All the S3rmptoms indicated uncon- 
sciousness, did they not ? — ^Yes : I directed Pritchard's attention 
to the pulse, and he then clapped the old lady on the shoulder 
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Dp. J«mM And said, '' Tou ore getting better, darling.'' I looked at him, 
Patenon ^^^^ ahook my bead ominously, as miicb as to say, " Never in 
tbis world." 

Tbe Soucitor-Gknbral — Sbe gave no promise to yon of 
recovering? — N(Hie. A sligbt fit of retcbing now came cm, and 
she vomited a small quantity of frotby muoua, inunediat^lj 
after wbicb tbe coma returned — tbe breatbing became more 
oppressed and laboured, and tbe alvine evacuatioos were paned 
involuntarily. I tben concluded tbat tbe case was utterly bope- 
less, but Pritcbard administered tbe enema. I afterwards left 
tbe room and went downstairs, acccMnpanied by Pritchard, to 
tbe consulting-room. I repeated my opinion that sbe was in s 
state of narcotism. 

Tbe Lord Jubticb-Clsrk — ^Tbat is to say, under tbe influence 
of opiimi or some narcotic? — ^Yes. 

The SoLiaTOR-GENSRAL — Narcotism was tbe expression yoa 
usedT^-Yes; Pritcbard tben said tbe old lady was in the habit 
of regularly taking Battley's Sedative Solution, and tbat she 
bad a few days before purchased not less than a half-pound 
bottle of tbe medicine, and that he had no doubt, or it was vecy 
likely, tbat sbe might have taken a good swig at it. 

That was bis expression! — ^Yes; there was little more said 
at tbat time in regard to the state of Mrs. Taylor. 

You know Battley's Solution? — I know it, but I very seldom 
Tise it. 

Had Mrs. Taylor the appearance of a lady who had been in 
tbe practice of using such a medicine? — ^My impression was thst 
sbe was not what is called an opium eater, or one who used 
opium to any great extent. Sbe presented no appeamnce d 
tbat 

Would you now tell us what you observed of Mrs. Pritcbard! 
— While attending to Mrs. Taylor, I was very much struck at 
the same time with tbe appearance of Mrs. Pritchard. Stie 
seemed exceedingly weak and exhausted. Her features were 
sharp and thin, with a high, hectic flush on her cheeks, and her 
voice was very weak and peculiar — in fact, very much resembling 
tbe voice of a person verging into tbe collapsed stage of cholera. 
Tbe expression of her countenance conveyed to me tbe idea of 
a semi-imbecile person. At flrst I was inclined to attribute her 
appearance to the recent severe attack of gastric fever, of which 
I was told by tbe prisoner, her S3rmptoms being aggravated, of 
oourse, by the consternation and grief naturally caused by the 
alarming condition of her mother. At the same time, I could 
not banish tram my mind the idea, or rather the conviction, 
that her symptoms betokened tbat sbe was under the depressing 
influence of antimony. 

You mean tbat that impression or conviction came upon you 
at tbe time while in her presence, and that you could not get 
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quit of itl^ — Certainly. I did not put a single question to Mrg. Dr. Jamat 
Pritchftrd. Patowon 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — Tlie impression was created entirely 
by her appearance? — ^Tes; and the general symptCMns of the 
case. I then left, and went home about half-past eleven. 

The Solioitob-Genbral — Were you sent for again in the course 
of that morning about one o'clock, and did you afterwards get 
another message not to come because Mrs. Taylor was deaxi? — ^A 
little before one o'clock my door bell was rung. I was in bed, 
but Mrs. Paterson happened to be sitting up. She opened the 
door, and a girl asked me to cmne directly and see Mrs. Taylor. 
I refused to go, because I was certain that I could be of no 
eervice; and, as I was very much fatigued with the previous 
day's work, I was very unwilling to rise; but I sent my com- 
pliments to Pritchard, saying that if he really thought I could be 
of use he was to send back word, and I would then rise and 
visit her. 

Tour house was only a short distance from his in the same 
street? — 195 yards. 

Did any message come back? — No message came back, and 
I did not go; but about ten o'clock on Saturday morning, the 
25th, an elderly gentlemen called upon me. 

Was that Mr. Taylor, the husband of the old. lady? — I after- 
wards learned that it was. 

Did he inform you that she was dead? — He came for the 
death certificate. 

You refused to give a certificate? — I said I was surprised 
that Pritchard had sent for a certificate, and that, as a medical 
practitioner, he should have known that it was not given to 
the friends, but to the district registrar. 

W&re you afterwards applied to by the registrar? — On Friday, 
3rd March, I received through the post-office a schedule from 
the registrar, in which I was requested to fill in the cause of 
Mrs, Taylor's death, and duration of her disease. 

Tou refused to do that? — I did ; and sent it back with a note 
accompanying it, directing his attention to the circumstance. 

When did you see the prisoner after that? — On Wednesday 
forenoon, 1st March. I met him accidentally in Sauchiehall 
Street, near my own house. On coming up to me, he said I 
had been correct in my opinion with regard to his poor mother- 
in-law, and he added that he would feel obliged if I would visit 
Mrs. Pritchard next day at eleven o'clock, as he was going to 
Edinburgh to attend Mrs. Taylor's funeral. I at once' agreed 
to his request. 

And did you go? — ^Yee; on Thursday, 2nd March, about eleven 
o'clock in the forenoon. 

Did you see Mrs. Pritchard? — ^Yes; she was in bed. She 
was still very weak and prostrated, and in a weak voice she 
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Dp. Jamat expressed her satisfaction and her gratitude at mj Tisit. Then, 
Patttpsmi in g^ y^^y earnest manner she asked me if I really thought thst 
her motiier was dying when I first saw her. I said, most 
decidedly I did, and that I had told Pritchard so. She then 
clapped her hands^ looked up, and feehly exclaimed, " Good God, 
is it possible?" and burst into a flood of tears. I put some 
questions as to the previous state of her mother's health, and 
especially if die was habitually addicted to the use of Battlej't 
Sedative Solution. She told me that her mother's health gener- 
ally was good, but that she suffered occasionally from what 
she called neuralgic headaches, and for relief of these attacks 
die did take a little of Battle/s Sedative Solution; but die 
added that it could not be said that she was in the habitusl 
use of that medicine. I then questioned her with regard to 
herself. She told me that for a considerable time past ehe had 
suffered very much from sicknesa, retdiing, and vomiting, with 
severe pains in the stomach and throughout the bowels, aoo(Mn- 
panied with purgings, great heat and uneasiness about the mouth 
and throat, and a constant, urgent thirst. I examined her 
tongue. It was very foul, and of a lightish brown colour. Her 
features were still very sharp and deeply flushed. Her pulse 
was weak, contracted, and very rapid. Her skin was moist, 
but defective in animal heat^ and altogether she presented an 
appearance of great general prostration. Her eyes were watery, 
but clear and intelligent. I prescribed for her small quantities, 
at short intervals, of champagne and brandy to recruit her 
strength; emaU pieces of ice occasionally to relieve the thirst 
and irritability of the stomach. If she tired of these, I said, 
she should have recourae to granulated citrate oi magnesia aa 
a cooling, effervescing drink, and have a sinapism applied over 
the pit of the stomach. So far they were verbal directions 
which I gave her. I also recommended small quantities, at 
frequent intervals, of easily digested, nutritious food, sudi as 
beef-tea, calf-foot jelly, chicken soup, arrowroot, and so on. I 
th^i wrote a prescription for twelve grains of calomel, twenty- 
four of blue or grey powder, twelve of powdered ipecacuanha^ 
and six grains of aromatic powder, the whole to be carefully 
mixed, and divided into six equal parts — one powder to be 
taken every day. That prescription was with the view of allay- 
ing the biliary disturbance and soothing the mucous membrane 
of the alimentary canal. 

Did you give the prescription to herself f — ^I did, and told 
her to show it to Pritchard when he came home in the evening, 
and to tell him what I had ordered. I never saw Mrs. Pritchard 
again until within four or five hours of her death. 

Between the visit of which you have given us an account 
and the last time you saw her before her death, did you see 
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her husband, the prisoner? — ^I did. On Sabbath evening, the Dr. James 
5th March, about nine o'clock, he called at my house. Patepson 

What did he say) — He told me his wife had been much 
relieved by the medicines and treatment I had ordered; that 
she greatly relished th<e small quantities of champagne and 
brandy, and felt refre^ed by the cooling, effervescing draught 
and the ioe. He said that she was still very weak and the 
stomach still irritable. I recommended the continuance of 
stimulants and nourishment, and most particular attention 
to the state of the stcnnach and bowels. Nothing more passed 
at that interview. 

Then the next occasion you have to speak of is that visit a 
few hours before her death? — On the 17th of March — the 
Friday — Pritchard called upon me personally, I think about 
a quarter to eight o'clock in the evening, and requested me to 
go with him to see Mrs. Pritchard. 

Did you goT — I did. 

And went up to the bedroom and saw the ladyf — ^Tes; Mrs. 
Pritchard was in bed, in a sitting position, supported by pillows. 
I was very much struck with her terribly altered appearance, 
^e seemed quite conscious. I went up to her bedside, and she 
caught my hand, and I could see a half-smile of recognition 
upon her countenance. She very soon began to mutter about 
having been vomiting. Pritchard was standing beside me, and 
he volunteered the observation that she had not been vomiting 
— ^that she was only raving. She complained of great thirst, 
and Pritchard poured some water out of a caraffe into a 
tumbler, and gave it to her to drink, saying, ''Here is some 
nice, cold water, darling." She drank it. I observed her 
countenance very much changed from what it had been when 
I last saw her. There was a peculiarly wild expression; the 
eyes were of a fiery red and sunken. Her cheeks were hollow, 
sharp, pinched-looking, and still much flushed. Her pulse was 
very weak and exceedingly rapid. Her tongue was of a darkish 
brown colour, very foul; and she immediately began to grasp 
with her hand, as if to catch at some imaginary object on the 
bed-clothes. She muttered something about the clock; and 
Pritchard said he thought she referred to the clock on the 
drawing-room mantelpiece. There was no clock in the bedroom. 
I expressed my surprise at the great and alarming change, and 
I asked Pritchard how long she had been entirely confined to 
bed. He said only since morning; that yesterday she was 
in the drawing-room amusing herself with the children. I 
again expressed surprise at her alarming condition. He said 
she had not slept for four or five days or nights. I then said 
we must endeavour to do something to relieve her, and, if 
possible, procure sleep. We left the bedroom and went down- 
stairs, and I then prescribed thirty drops of solution of morphia, 
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l>p. JamM thirty drc^s of ipecftcuanha wine, five or ten drops of chlorodyM, 

Patonon m^^j ^j ounce of cinnamon water. Thi« was to be repeated 

in four hours if the first draught did not give relief. 

That is, did not procure sleep? — Quite bo. 

Did you write the prescription? — ^I did not. Pritchard wrote 
the prescription at my dictation. 

Did you ask him to write it? — ^No; I said it was unnecessary 
to write it; it was so simple he might make it up himself. I 
was anxious to save time and give relief as soon as poasible. 

What did he say to that? — ^He said he kept no medicines in 
the house except chloroform and Battle/s Sedative Solution. I 
asked if he did not ke^ a small stock in order to meet anj 
emergency, and particularly for night work, and he said he 
did not 

Did that strike you as strange? — ^It certainly did. 

The Lord Justicr-Clbrk — ^You mean that it is not a usual 
thing for a medical practitioner? — ^Yes; medical men in exten- 
eive practice must keep medicines in stock, especially if they 
haye much night work to go tihrough. 

The Soucitor-Gknbral — ^And he wrote it to your dictation?— 
So far as I know. 

You did not look at it? — No; I assumed he would write it 
correctly. 

[Shown No. 13] — Is that in his handwriting? — ^I am sure it is. 

Does that conform to what you told him to write? — ^Yes. 

What next occurred? — I then left the house, and I heard no 
more till about one o'clock on the following morning, iHien 
my door bell was loudly rung by a young man, who requested 
me to go to Mrs. Pritchard immediately, as she had become 
much worse, and was thought to be dying. I proceeded to 
dress myself at once. In less than three minutes after that my 
door beU was again rung, this time by a servant girl, and wbea 
I opened the door she said, " You need not come ; Mrs. Pritduurd 
is dead." 

You did not go to the house again? — No. 

You have mentioned to us the only visits you ever paid and 
all you saw of those two ladies? — Certainly; I never crossed the 
threshold of the house except on these occasions. 

Did you ever say to the prisoner that you thought his wife, 
Mrs. Pritchard, had taken too much wine? — ^I never did. 

And you have mentioned to us quite accurately ev^ything 
you ever ordered for her? — ^Yes. 

You are quite sure you never recommended Dublin stout for 
her? — No; I never did. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clark — ^You mentioned that Mrs. 
Taylor had not the appearance of having been in the habit of 
using opium? — ^That is my candid opinion. 

Have you had experience in cases oi that kind? — I have. 
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And Mrs. Taylor did not rooemble any such patient) — ^I think Dr. James 
not. Paterson 

What led you to believe that she was not addicted to the 
use of opium? — If a person is in the habit oi taking opium to 
any great extent, you find that, as a rule, they are not of good 
colour. They are thin in features and hollow about the eyes — 
in fact, not of a healthy appearance generally. 

And Mrs. Taylor, being stout and healthy-looking, so far as 
you could judge, you concluded that she was not addicted to 
the use of opium?— I do not say that she neiver took opium at 
all, but merely that she was not an habitual consumer of 
opium. 

Do you mean that she did not take it constantly, though she 
might take it by way of medicine? — That is what I meant. 

And when Dr. Pritchard said to you that she was in use to 
take opium, you thought what he was saying was not true? — 
That was my impression after I had seen the patient; I took 
it for granted before I did see her. 

After you saw the patient, you thought the statement was 
not consistent with fact? — I tiiought so. 

Now, when you were with Mrs. Taylor that evening, did you 
examine attentively the condition of Mrs. Pritchard? — I only 
glanced at her — I did not put a question to her. I formed a 
diagnosis from the symptoms that were present. 

By merely looking at her? — Yes; just as I am in the habit 
of forming an opinion of any patient I see for the first time. 

You did not examine her at that time as a patient, did you ? — 
Certainly not. 

But you formed the conviction that she was under the influ- 
ence of antimony? — ^Yes. 

Had you ever seen before a case of poisoning by antimony? — 
Yes. 

How many? — Perhaps two or three. 

What were they? — ^Young children. 

Did you ever see a case of poisoning by antimony in the case 
of an adult? — ^No. 

I understand, when you translate the words " depressing influ- 
ence of antimony," you mean that she was being poisoned by 
antimony? — I was imder the impression that she had been 
getting antimony for some time past. I had nothing to judge 
from but her appearance. 

Do you mean she was getting antimony medicinally, or for 
some other purpose? — Of course, I could form no opinion as 
to how or by what means she was getting antimony. 

Was the condition you have described one to which a patient 
could be brought by the medicinal use of antimony? — Not 
exactly medicinal use, but a long-continued iise; a judicious 
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gF. JjUBt praotitiotier would not carry it to such aa extent as to prodw 
debility and prostration. 

Did you mean to oonvey to us that she had been takkg 
antimony medicinally, or that die was being poisoned by anti- 
mony? — ^My impression was that she was being poisoned bj 
antimony. 

And you formed that conviction by simply looking at her^ 
Tes; judging from 83rmpt<Nnatology — ^the science of signs d 
disease. 

As you thought Mrs. Pritchard was suffering in that way from 
antiuKmy, did you ever go back to see her again t — I did not, 
and I believe ^at I never would have been called back again 
if I had not met Pritchard accidentally oa the street. 

Why did you not go back) — ^Because she was not my patient. 
I had nothing to do with her. 

Then, though you saw a perscm suffering from what yon 
believed to be pdaoning by antimony, you did not think it 
worth your while to go near her again f— It was not my duty. 1 
had no right to interfere in any family without being invited. 

Dr. Paterson, is it not your duty to look after a fellow-creatnie 
who^ you believe, is being poisoned by antimony! — ^There was 
another doctor in the house. I did the best I could by i^priiing 
the registrar. 

Did you tell Dr. Pritchard I— I did not Had I been called 
in oonraltation with another medical man, I should certainly 
have considered it my duty to have stated (Ustinctly my medical 
opinion. 

But you stood upon your dignity, and did not go back to 
see what you believed to be a case of poisoning! — ^I had no 
right 

No right) — ^I had no power to do it 

No power) — I was under no obligation. 

You were imder no obligation to go back to see a person 
whom you believed was being poisoned with antimony) — I took 
what steps I could to prevent any further administration of 
antimony. 

By never going back to see her) — ^No ; by refusing to certifj 
the death. Had there been a poit-martem examination of Mrs. 
Taylor's body, I believe that in all probability the drugging 
widi antimony would have gone no further, at least at that time. 

But still it comes to this, that although you had formed that 
impression you never went near her again until you were called 
in by Dr. Pritchard)— Tes. 

Well, did you find her labouring under the same symptoms 
or similar symptoms to those you observed when you were with 
her on the 2nd March) — ^Tes. 

Tou still believed her to be suffering under poisoning by 
antimony) — ^I did; and I prescribed accordingly. 
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Did you see her alone on that occasion 9 — I did, to.Jamat 

Did you give her any indication of what you thought was ™**'"®** 
her aihnenti — ^I did not mention antimony to her. 

Did you mention poison to herf — I did not. 

Did you give her any idea that she was labouring under any- 
thing other than natural disease? — I did not. 

Y^iji — ^Because the treatment I prescribed for her, proyided 
she got nothing else, was quite sufficient, in my opinion, to 
have very soon brought her roimd, taking it for granted that 
my advice was carefully acted up to. 

It was Dr. Pritchard who asked you to visit his wife upon 
that occasion) — Tes. 

Did you mention to him your opinion as to his wife being 
poisoned by antimony) — I did not. It would not have been a 
very sale matter to do that. 

Why did you not visit her the next day and see that your 
advice had been acted onT — I did not consider at all, sir, that 
she was my patient, and I had no right or title to go ba(^ and 
visit her. I would have considered myself intruding upon the 
family had I done so. 

You had been asked to visit her by the prisoner himself on the 
Ist March? — ^I believe that if I had not met him accidentally, 
I would not have been asked. 

You have no right to say that, doctor. — ^Well, I understood 
that visit more in the lighl of a friendly call of condolence under 
painful circumstances, than as a medical visit. 

Had you been intimate with Mrs. Pritchard before) — No. 

Why did you call to pay a visit of condolence to a person 
you never saw before) — It was at Pritchard's request. 

To condole with her) — I could conceive of nothing else. 

What was the use of calling on a person whom you did not 
know, to condole with her) — I had seen her at her mother's 
deathbed. 

Were you not called in as a medical man ) — ^I do not think so. 
I understood Pritchard was attending her himself; that 
I was only to call during the day, and that when he came back 
in the evening I had nothing more to do with the case. 

But when you saw someSiing so specially the matter, why 
did you not call back) — Simply because it was none of my 
business; I did not consider it my duty. She had her own 
husband there — ^himself a medical man. 

Having been in a house where you thought there was poison- 
ing going on, you did not consider it your duty to go back) — 
I had discharged my duty, so far as I thought incumbent 
upon me. 

By prescribing certain things, and not knowing whether the 
prescription was followed? — In any case where a consultation 
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the pati^it. 

Then it was the dignity of your profession that prevented 
you from going backf — It is the etiquette of our profetfioD. 
That was one reason why I did not go back. I did not taj 
it was the only one. In any case where I had been called in 
for consultation, were I to go back, it would be a breach of the 
etiquette of my profession. 

Tou said you wrote to the registrar. Did you write first, 
or did you get a letter from the registrar before you wrote to 
himt — ^I got the schedule sent to me in the first place. 

That was about Mrs. Taylor f — ^Yes ; I got no notice with 
regard to Mrs. Pritchard. 

Re-examined by the Solicitob-Giniral — It was to visit Mn. 
Taylor, who was thought to be very ill upon the 24th February, 
that you were called int — ^Tee; that was the only occasion I 
was called in. 

You were not consulted about Mrs. Pritchard at allt — No. 

Was your meeting with Dr. Pritchard accidental t — ^Pureij 
accidental 

What time of day was it 9 — ^About eley^i o'clock in the fore- 
noon ; he told me that he was going from home, and would be 
obliged if I would call and see his wife next day. 

Tou had no reason to suppose, and do not suppose, that he 
was coming for yout — Certainly not. 

And it was, therefore, from your accidentally meeting him 
that day, and his asking you to call at eleyen o'clock the next, 
that you thought it was an accidental invitation t — Purely. 

Tou said that it might not have been safe for you to com- 
municate your suspicions to Dr. Pritchard himself t — It would 
not have been very natural, certainly. 

Tou mean that yom* suspicions concerned himself! — ^I would 
rather not answer that question. 

Re-cross-examined by Mr. Culbk — ^Tou did not communicate 
your suspicions to any of Dr. Pritchard's family? — No. 

Nor the Taylor family t — I never saw any of the Taylor family, 
unless Mr. Taylor himself, when he came for the certificate. 

The Solicitor-Gbnbral — ^Tou told us that you wrote to the 
registrar, Mr. Struthersf — I did. 

That letter has been destroyed? — I know the letter verbatim, 
I wrote it very guardedly. 

Mr. Clabx — Is there a copy in existence? 

The Solicitor-Gbnbral — I have a copy taken from the wit- 
ness's dictation. 

The Lord Justicb-Clhrk — ^Tou must have the destruction of 
it proved. 

The SoLioiTOB-GnnRAL — ^I shall do so now. 

[The witness was then removed.] 
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13. Jambs Strttthbbs, examined by the SoucnoR-GiiiniRAL — J. struthon 
I am registrar of deaths for the Blythswood district in Glasgow. 
The prisoner's house was in that district. I received intima- 
tion in the usual waj of the death of Mrs. Taylor in his house 
on the 25th February, between twelve and half-past twelve in 
the forenoon. It was given by Mr. Taylor, her husband. I 
asked him who was the medical attendant. He said Dr. 
Pritchard and Dr. Paterson. He mentioned that Dr. Paterson 
had been called in shortly before her death, and I asked him 
if I might send to Dr. Paterson, as I did not consider him (Dr. 
Pritchard) as the medical attendant. He said he would prefer 
I should send to Dr. Paterson for the certificate. I accordingly 
sent Dr. Paterson the usual printed form of the Registrar- 
General with blanks to be filled up. This was on the Thursday, 
the 2nd March. I got the certificate returned blank, with a 
note. I am sorry to say that the note was not kept. It 
recommended me to apply to Dr. Pritchard, which I did, and 
I afterwards got a certificate from Dr. Pritchard, which certi- 
fied that the primary cause of death was paralysis, the duration 
of which was twelve hours, and the secondary cause was 
apoplexy, the duration of which was one hour. Dr. Pritchard 
got a similar schedule when he came to register the death of 
Mrs. Pritchard upon Monday, the 20th March, at ten o'clock 
forenoon. At the time he called he signed the entry in the 
raster, and gave me the certificate, which stated that the 
primary disease and cause of death was gastric fever, the 
duration of which was two months. 

Dr. Jambs Patbrbon, recalled, examined by the SoLicrroR- Dp. JamM 
Gbkbral — State to us the terms of the letter, as well as your P*^"®" 
memory serves you, which you sent to the registrar. — The letter 
was dated No. 6 Windsor Place, 4ih March, 1865, and was as 
follows : — " Dear Sir, — I am surprised that I am called on to 
certify the cause of death in this case. I only saw the person 
for a few minutes a very short period before her death. She 
seemed to be under some narcotic ; but Dr. Pritchard, who was 
present from the first moment of the illness until death 
occurred, and which happened in his own house, may certify 
the cause. The death was certainly sudden, unexpected, and 
to me mysterious." Then followed " I am, dear Sir," &c., and 
I signed my name. I rendered emphatic the words ''the 
cause of deaths" by having them underlined. 

CroBS-Qxamined by Mr. Clark — That was the whole letter f — 
I believe so, verbatim et literatim. There was no postscript. 

Was that letter sent off on the date it boret — ^I sent it off that 
day through the post-oflfioe, directed to James Struthers, 
registrar. — — 

WEen I was asking you whether you had taken any means 
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Dr. JamM for the protection of Mrs. Pritchard, this was the oommimicir 
Patapfon n^j^ ^ which you referred f — ^Yes. 

And the only communication you referred tof — ^The ooh 
conmiunication, and I had three motives for making it. 

Nerer mind the motives, but you say this was the only com- 
munication t — ^The only communication. 

Mrs. Pritchard was not mentioned in it! — ^No. 

Tou did not make any oommunication whatever to any ooe 
of Mrs. Pritchard's family! — No. 

Nor to any onet — I spoke of the matter in my own family; 
that was all. 

The LoBD Justiob-Clibk — ^In answer to a question from th« 
prisoner's counsel, I think you stated that your impression when 
you first saw Mrs. Pritchard, on 24th February, and afterwardi 
when you saw her again, on 2nd March, was that she was being 
poisoned by antimony! — ^That was what I said. 

Do you mean that you believed that some person was en- 
gaged in administering antimony to her for the purpose of 
procuring her death? — ^Tes; that was my meaning. 
Dr. James M. 14. Dr. Jambs Moffat Ck)WAK, examined by Mr. 6ifvobi>— 
'^^^^^ I am a doctor of medicine in Edinburgh. I have not been in 

practice for several years. I was a relative of the late Mrs. 
Pritchard. We were second cousins. I remember getting a 
letter from the prisoner in February last, I think on the 6ih> 
I have not the letter now. I unforttmately destroyed it. The 
import of it was that Mrs. Pritchard had been ailhig for some 
time, and that he (Dr. Pritchard) was becoming very anxiouf 
about her case. Me wished to call in another medical man in 
Glasgow. He wished me to come through and see her. I 
went to Glasgow on the 7th. 

Did you go to Dr. Pritchard's house? — ^Tes. 

When did you reach there? — ^Between four and five o'clock. 

Where did you find Mrs. Pritchard? — She came downstairs 
from the bedroom to the drawing-room to see me there. 

She met you in the drawing-room? — ^Yes. 

Was Mrs. Taylor there at ^at time? — ^No. 

Tou know that she went afterwards? — AJt my desire she went 
afterwards. 

Did you see the prisoner before you saw Mrs. Pritchard? — ^He 
met me in the lobby, and I inquired after Mrs. Pritchard, and 
he said she was very much better that day, and that she would 
be down to see me in the course of a few minutes. 

When you saw Mrs. Pritchard in the drawing-room, how did 
you find her? — ^I found her very much better than I eizpected. 

Did you put questions to her as to what her S3rmptom6 were? 
— ^Tes; she said she had been troubled with considerable 
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irritability of the stomach, that she could not retain food, and Dr. James 
had been vomiting for some time back. Cowan 

Did you put what questions you required in order to enable 
you to judge as a medical mant — ^Well, I did not go exactly as a 
medical man ; I went more as an old friend, but I did ask one 
or two questions. 

Then what did you say or do? — In the first place, I saw she 
had erred in coming downstairs, and I ordered the application 
of a mustard poultice to her stomach, and if there was much 
prostration I advised small quantities of champagne, with ice. 
The prisoner was present during the whole interview. 

Did you remain over night? — I did. 

Tou dined there, I suppose? — I did. 

Did anything occur in the evening about Mrs. Pritchard? — 
While I was sitting in the dining-room with the children. Dr. 
Pritchard came down from her bedroom and told me that Mrs. 
Pritchard had been vomiting again, and requested me to accom- 
pany him to the bedroom to see her, which I did. 

Tou saw hert — ^Tes; and she told me she had again been 
vomiting. She complained greatly of feeling a desire for food, 
and yet she could not retain it. I propcwed to administer 
beef-tea injections to see if that would do any good. 

Was she in bed when you left her? — She was in bed at that 
time. 

Did you see her next morning? — I did ; in her own bedroom. 

Was this before or after breakfast? — It would be the first 
thing in the morning. 

How did you find her? — ^Much the same as on the previous 
night. 

Did you return to Edinburgh that evening? — ^Tes; I stayed 
in Glasgow during the day. 

Did you see her that day again? — ^Yes; I saw her when I 
left, but nothing particular occurred that made any impression 
upon me. 

The Lord Justiob-Clbbk — ^You went back to Edinburgh on the 
day after you went to Glasgow? — ^I did. 

Mr. GiFFORD — ^Was it you who took the message to Mrs. 
Taylor to go to Glasgow?— I did. 

Who gave you the message? — ^Well, it was Mrs. Pritchard's 
desire that her mother should come through and attend to her. 
It was my proposal partly, and she acceded to it. 

Tou suggested it? — ^Tes; there was a large family, and I 
thought fi^e required undivided attention. 

Tou saw Mrs. Taylor? — ^Tes; and she went next day. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clabx — ^Tou knew Dr. and Mrs. 
Pritchard well? — ^Very intimately. 

During the whole time of their married life? — ^Tes. 
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Dp. Janet H. Did they live happily together t — Exceedinglj so. 
*^**^" Down to the time Mrs. Pritchard died ^— To the la«t moment 

I saw her. 

When was the last time you saw herf — ^I saw Mrs. Pritdisrd 
at the time of Mrs. Taylor's death. 

Ton never heard of any disagreement whatever between them I 
— The very reverse. 

And they appeared to you to be very affectionate as husband 
and wife t— Exceedingly so. I never heard them speak a dis- 
respectful or unkind word. 

On the contrary, they both spoke in the absence of each other 
veiy kindly? — Exceedingly so. 

How did Dr. Pritchard and Mrs. Taylor standi — ^He was Mrs. 
Taylor's idol. 

Do you remember of Mrs. Pritchard's body being brought to 
Edinburgh f — ^I do. 

It was taken to her father's house in Lauder Road i — ^Tes ; I 
accompanied it to the house. 

Did the prisoner accompany it alsot — ^He did. 

When it was taken to Uie house, was the coffin opened f — ^It 
was, at Dr. Pritchard's desire. 

For what purpose? — ^To gratify the servants. They were 
veiy much attached to her, and it was done that they might 
have a last look at the body. 

What day was that? — ^It was on Monday, the 20th March. 

Now, just tell us what passed on this occasion? — ^The coffin 
was in the bedroom at the time it was opened, and the servants 
and Mr. Taylor were present; Dr. Pritchard exhibited a great 
deal of feeling on the occasion, and kissed the body ; and after 
some time we retired. 

Re-examined by Mr. GorFOBn — ^Were you well acquainted with 
Mrs. Taylor?— Yes. 

Tou had known her for a great many years? — All my life. 

You were intimate with her? — ^Yes. 

You visited her frequently? — ^Very often. 

She was a person of temperate habits? — Very temperate 
habits. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — Have you seen much of Dr. and 
Mrs. Pritchard during the last two years? — ^A good deal. 

And visited tJiem frequently at Glasgow? — ^Well, I was in the 
habit of visiting them occasionally; and Mrs. Pritchard and 
Dr. Pritchard were frequently through in Edinburgh. I saw 
more of them on those occasions. 
■• Diekson 15. Maroarbt Dickson, examined by the Soligitob-Gbnbral — 
I was for over four years in the employment of Mr. Michael 
Taylor, the husband of the late Mrs. Taylor, who died in 
Glasgow. I left his service in April last. Th^ lived at No. 1 
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Lauder Road, Edinburgh. I remember Mrs. Pritchard coming M. Dlekaon 
from Glasgow on a visit in November last ; and remaining till a 
few days before Christmas. She had been complaining when she 
came ; but she got better while staying in Edinburgh. She was 
not confined to bed at all, and took her meals with the family. 
During that visit she was never sick to my knowledge. On 
Thursday, 30th March, I was present at Grange Cemetery when 
Mrs. Taylor's body was disinterred. I saw the coffin opened, and 
identified the body as that of Mrs. Taylor in presence of Doctors 
Maclagan and Littlejohn. Before Mrs. Taylor went to Glasgow 
in February she was in good health. She was quite well all the 
time I was in the house. So far as I know, she was of tem- 
perate habits. I never saw anything to the contrary. I 
have seen her take a little whisky and water during dinner, 
but never at any other time. I never saw her affected by it. 
I was also present when Mrs. Pritchard's body was handed over 
to Doctors Maclagan and Littlejohn on 21st March. I identified 
Mrs. Pritchard's body. 

16. MiCHABL Tatlor, examined by the SoLiaroR-GiiNBRAL — m. Taylor 
The late Mrs. Taylor, who died in Glasgow in February last, 
was my wife. Before she went to visit my daughter, Mrs. 
Pritchard, her health was only middling; she had been com- 
plaining a good deal. She had been delicate for years, and 
subject to violent perspirations and also neuralgic headaches. 

Did she take anything for her headache? — Battley's Solution. 

Had she taken that for years? — For five or six years; she 
took it for the perspirations. 

Excuse me for asking the question, but was she of temperate 
habits? — Perfectly so, in every respect. 

She did not appear to be the worse of the medicine? — I 
sometimes observed a great inclination in her to sleep after she 
had taken the medicine. 

She took it in your presence? — Never. 

Tou knew she was taking it? — I knew that she was taking 
medicine, but I did not know what it was till last year. 

Tour daughter was with you upon a visit from the end of 
November until a few days before Christmas last year? — She 
was. She had been ailing before she came. 

How was she when she was in your house? — ^Very delicate. 
She took her meals with us, but ate very little. 

Was she confined to bed while in your house at all? — Some- 
times she lay in bed when she came first. 

The Lord Justigb-Clsrx — She got somewhat better while she 
was staying with you, and was more in the way of getting up 
to breakfast? — ^Yes. \ 

The SoLiciTOR-GaKBRAL — Did she complain of anything? — She 
complained of sickness. 
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■•Tkylor At what time of her risit did she con^>laiot — ^In the iittfl 
end of November, when she first came. She frequently oos- 
pbiined of aickness, all the time she was with us. 

What did she saj about itf — She spoke of weakness td 
sickness. 

Did jou ever see her sickf — ^I have heard of her being sick; 
she had been obliged to leave the table on that account two or 
three times. 

Was she very much better when she went awaj from you thu 
before she came? — She was a little better. 

Ton were telegraphed to from Glasgow that your wife vii 
dangerously ill, and then that she was dead! — ^Tes; I received 
the two telegrams together. I went through to Glasgow bj 
the first train. 

You went to Dr. Paterson's house in the morning? — ^Yes; ob 
the Saturday morning. 

Who had told you to go there? — Dr. Pritchard asked me if I 
would go down and register the death. 

And you went to Dr. Paterson's first? — ^Tes; to ask him to 
give me a certificate as to what was the cause of Mrs. Taylori 
death. 

It was Dr. Pritchard who sent you to Dr. Paterson ? — ^Yes. 

Did Dr. Pritchard tell you what your wife died of? — ^I think 
he said it was apoplexy and paralysis. 

Had your wife ever any fits? — ^Not to my knowledge. 

I believe you were present when your wife's body was dift- 
interred in presence of Doctors Maclagan and LitUejohn? — ^Yes. 

And Mrs. Pritchard's also? — ^Yes. 

[Shown No. 47] — ^Is that a letter you received from Dr. 
Pritchard?— Yes. 

It is dated 9.3. '65. The passage I want to read to you ii 
this — ** I am very much fatigued with being up at night with 
dear Mary Jane, who was very much worse yesterday, and 
passed a wretched night. Wednesday has been a periodic day 
with her during this illness, and she always dreads it. Her 
prostration is extreme, and her appetite quite failed. Dr. 
Paterson has recommended Dublin stout, and some very simple 
medicine." 

WiTNBBS — ^It contains that passage. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clabk — ^Were you frequently in 
Glasgow? — ^I may say a week in every month. 

Were Dr. and Mrs. Pritchard living happily together? — ^I 
never saw anything to the contrary. 

Did they appear to be happy and affectionate, and kind to 
one another?— Yes. 

When you went to Glasgow did you always stay at their house? 
— I generally stopped three d&ys at a hotel, and after finishing 
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business usually spent Saturday, Sunday, and Monday with ■.Taylor 
them. 

Tou spent two or three days in their house in each month? — 
Yes. 

Do you remember when you were in Glasgow of stating some- 
thing to Mrs. Pritchard about a nurse, or did she speak to you 
about a nurse 9 — ^The prisoner wrote that he was either going 
to get a nurse, or had got one. 

But did Mrs. Pritchard? — Never. 

Do you remember Mrs. Pritchard saying to you that she did 
not want a nurse? — She may have said so, but I cannot 
remember. 

Tou said you knew that Mrs. Taylor took Battley's Solution, 
though you did not know the name of it? — ^I knew she was 
taking medicine. 

Do you know where she got it? — She got it at Duncan k 
Flockhart's, and at Fairgrieve's. 

Tou did not know the quantity she took? — No; only that 
she did get it and took it. 

The Court adjourned at six o'clock. 
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Third Day— Wednesday, 5th July, i86s 

The Court met at ten o'clock. 

Alex.H'C&ll 17. Alizandbb M'Call, examined bj Mr. Ckighton — ^I am 
superintendent of the Central District of Glasgow Police. I 
apprehended the prisoner on Monday, 20ih March. He wai 
searched then. [Shown Nos. 9 and 10.] These letters wen 
found on him. I visited his house in Clarence Place on Tuesday, 
21st. I searched his repositories. [Shown Nos. 19 and 20.] 
I found these diaries in the consulting-room. I got a bottle 
from Mary M'Leod. [Shown No. 85.] That is the bottle. She 
took it out of a chest of drawers which was standing on tJie 
stairhead in the passage on the top flat. There waa a brownish- 
coloured liquid in the bottle. It was about half-full — up tD 
about the middle of the upper label. I went back the next day, 
the 22nd. [Shown No. 86.] I took possession of these seren 
paper packets, which I found in the consulting-room. [Shown 
No. 87.] I got this quart bottle in the same room in a 
locked press ; it contained ginger wine. The key of that press 
I found in tiie prisoner's pocket when apprehended. It was 
the press next the fire. [Shown No. 88.] I found this small 
phial in the consulting-room ; there are Uie remaina of a label 
bearing " Timon." It was found in an unlocked press. [Shown 
89, 90, and 91.] These are three phials, two corks, and a 
glass stopper. I got these in the unlocked press in the 
consulting-room. [Shown No. 92.] This phial I got on the 
mantelpiece in the ante-drawing-room. The cork was in it 
then. On the 23rd I was back in the house. [Shown No. 96.1 
I got these from Mary Patterson that day. [Shown No. 97.] 
This bed-linen I also got from her. I was there also on 30th 
March. No. 99 are trinkets I got from Mary Mlicod. 
[Shown two bank pass-books, Nos. 100 and 101.] I found 
these in the locked press in the consulting-room. Nos. 
96 and 97 I handed to John Murray, on the 29Ui, in the same 
state in which I got them. On 13th April I handed to Dr. 
Penny all the bottles which have now been shown to me. 
[Shown Nos. 12, 13, and 14.} I found these two prescriptions 
and an enyelope in a desk in the consulting-room. [Shown 32 
to 37 inclusiTe.] I found these letters in a bookcase in the 
consulting-room. [Shown Nos. 22 to 28 incluaiye.] I found 
these letters in the same bookcase. [Shown Nos. 15 and 16.] 
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I found this prescription and envelope on 30th March on a Alex. ■'Call 
table in the same room. [Shown Nos. 17 and 18.] I found 
this prescription and envelope on the same day, and on the 
same table. These were all the medical prescriptions I found. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clabk — ^I did not take all the bottles 
in the consulting-room. I left thirty-five phials or bottles in 
the unlocked press. In the locked press there was a bottle of 
brandy, a bottle of whisky, and some bottles labelled chloro- 
form. The medicines were in the open press. These thirty- 
five bottles were examined by Doctors M'Leod and M'Hattie on 
the spot, and found to contain drugs which were not poison. 
I took aU the bottles except the thirty-five. I gave the key of 
the locked press to the prisoner's brother, Charles Pritchard, 
on 31st March. I handed over to the prisoner's agent the 
medicine bottles which Dr. Penny did not retain; they were 
then in the same condition in which I found them. [Shown 
Nos. 32 to 37.] These were found in the bookcase in the 
consulting-room. 

18. John Murray, examined by Mr. Criohton — I am a sheriff- John Mnmi] 
officer in Glasgow. [Shown Nos. 96 and 97.] I got these 

from Mr. M'Call, and handed them over to Dr Maclagan 
in the same state in which I got them. [Shown No. 84.] 
I got that parcel of tapioca from Mary Patterson on Saturday, 
1st April. I took it to the County Buildings, Glasgow, sealed 
it up, and handed it to Dr. Penny, Glasgow, in the same state 
in which I had got it. [Shown No. 95.] 1 purchased this 
packet of tapioca from Messrs. Burton & Henderson, grocers, 
Glasg)w, on the 14th April. I attached a label to it, and gave 
it to Dr. Penny in the same state in which I got it from Burton 
& Henderson. 

19. John Campbbll, examined by Mr. Gifford — I am manager j. campbeU 
of the Western Branch of the Glasgow Apothecaries' Company, 

251 Sauchiehall Street. I have known the prisoner by sight 
for four years. He was not in the habit of making purchases 
at our establishment till within the last nine months. I have 
my books here, and the purchases he made are entered therein. 
He had a running account with us. [Shown No. 58.] That 
is an excerpt from our hocks of Dr. Pritchard's account. 

[Articles Specified read to Witness, viz.: — ] 

1864— ^t 19—10 grains Stryohnine. 

Xov. 4 — i oz. Tinot. Conii and Stopd. ble., 4d. ; Land- 
anum, 2d. 
16—1 oz. Laadanum and Stopd. ble. 

1 oz. Tartar Emetic and Stopd. ble. 
24 — 1 oz. Tinot. Aconite and bo. 
Dec. 8 — 1 oz. Fleming's Tincture Aconite and bo, 
9—1 oz. Tinot. Oonii Maculat. 
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. CaapbtU 1866— Feb. 4—1 oe. Tinot Oonii and ba 
7—1 OB. Tart. AntimoD. 

1 oz, Tinet Aconite and bo. 
9 — 1 OB. Tincture Aconite and bo. 
11—2 OB. TinctDre of Digitalia and ba 
18— 2 OB. Tine. Gonii and bo. 

I made that excerpt and compared it carefully with mj booki. 
Dr. Pritchard iDvariably got the articles mentioned himtdf. 
He came to the shop and ordered them peraonaUj. Some he 
took awaj with him, and some were sent h(»ne. Some ordm 
were taken hj myself, and some by an assistant. The orden 
taken by the assistant were — On November 24, 1 oz. tinctun 
aconite ; on December 9, 1 oz. tincture conii ; on Februaiy i, 
1 oz. tincture conii. I did not get the orders for these, 
but all the other orders were given to me personally by the 
prisoner. I am satisfied that ^e whole ol these articles, not 
only those ordered from myself, but from the assistant, were 
furnished from our establishment. All the articles that I have 
read are poisons. 

Look at entry under date November 16—1 oz. tartar emetie. 
Is that a large quantity! — ^Yes. 

What is the ordinary dose when used as an emetic f — ^Tvo 
grains. 

How many grains are there is an ounce! — 435| avoir- 
dupois. An ounce is not a usual quantity for me to sell. I 
never sold an ounce to a medical man in Glasgow before. On 
7th Februaiy I sold another ounce of tartarised antimony. The 
quantity of antimony which I sold the prisoner struck me ai 
unusual. 

How much tartarised antimony have you eold during a year 
to the medical profession in Glasgow and the general public! — 
I think two ounces would serve us for twelve months. 

For the whole of your trade; — ^Yes; for the wh<^ of oar 
trade. We have a very large dispensing business. One ounce 
tincture of aconite is an unusual quantity to sell to one indi- 
vidual. Hiere are two entries of an ounce each also. The 
quantity I sold to the prisoner struck me as very unusual. It 
was Fleming's Tinture of Aconite I sold to him on Sih December. 
Fleming's is six times stronger than the ordinary tincture of 
aconite. I believe an ounce or two ounces of Fleming's would 
cover the whole of my business during a twelvemonth. Flem- 
ing's is the kind principally prescribed in liniments. Two 
ounces of tincture of digitalis is not unusual. The rest of the 
account is made up chiefly of chloroform. The quantity of 
chloroform sold to the prisoner from 13th July to 9th December, 
1864, was very large, being 132 ounces. That is a verj 
unusual quantity. 

How much chloroform do you sell to the general public or to 
other medical men! — I could give you no idea, but it has no 
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relation at all to what the prisoner got — ^nothing like it in J. Gamp 
quantity. 

Do 70U mean that the prisoner got more tl^an all jour other 
customers put together? — ^Tes ; we supply medicines to a great 
many medical practitioners in Glasgow. I have been a dis- 
pensing apothecary for twenty-tlu'ee years. In all my 
experience I nerer furnished so much poison to any medical 
man. [Shown No. 94.] These are the kind of phials we 
use for tincture of aconite and for other purposes, and these 
labels are such as we use. When we furnished these phials 
to the prisoner, they were all carefully labelled. On these 
phials the labels are all scraped off, but on one the letters ** aco " 
remain in the handwriting of one of my assistants. His name 
is Rose. 

20. John CiniRiB, examined by Mr. Gifford — ^I am a chemist John Cai 
in Glasgow, and my shop is in Sauchiehall Street. I have 
known the prisoner since he came to Glasgow, fully three years 
ago. He came to my ^op frequently and made purchases. I 
haye my ledger here containing his account; but I have also 
made an excerpt from that account, showing the articles with 
which the prisoner was furnished from my shop. That excerpt 
is a correct one. 

[Articles Specified read to Witness, viz.: — ] 

ises. 

18th February.— Two ounoes Solution Morphia. 

One ounce Flemmg's Tincture of Aconite, 
8th Moroh. — Solution of Atropine one dram, with onegr. to dram. 
9th „ — Solution of Atropine one dram, with two grt. to 

dram. 
13th „ — i ounce of Flemin|^8 Tincture of Aconite. 
14th „ — Solution of Atropine one dram, with two grs. to 

dram. 
16th „ — Solution of Atropine one dram, with five grs. to 
dram. 

All these articles were furnished to the prisoner. I could 
not say decidedly which of them were furnished to him by 
myself personally; but some of them I prepared, while others 
were prepared by my assistant. Dr. Pritchard generally came 
himself and ordered them. All these articles were fumidied 
to Dr. Pritchard at the dates specified. To the best of my 
knowledge I put up the tincture of aconite which was sent on 
the 18th of February, although, unless I saw the label, I could 
not swear to it. I think I prepared the first solution of atropine 
on 8th March, and one or two of the other articles, but I could 
scarcely be positire. I am not sure whether it was I or my 
assistant who made up the half-ounce of aconite supplied on 
13th March. I was in constant attendance at the shop. I rather 
think my assistant gave the most of the solutions of atropine, 
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«2thou^ one or two I gare myself. The prisooer geaenOj 
gsve hi* orders Terballj. He did not often send written orden. 

Crow-examined by Mr. Clabx — ^Tou have no recollection (A 
these articles being supi^ied to Dr. Pritchard further than thAt 
the entries are in your hockX — I hare. 

What reooUectiona hare you? — ^I pr^>ared some c^ the articles, 
and I know that they were sent to Dr. Pritchard. 

How do you know they were sent to him I — ^If 7 assistant told 
me so. 

But you do not know of your own knowledge! — ^Tes I do, 
for I provided some of them myself. 

Did you send them away yourself! — ^I supplied the first ounce 
of aconite and the first solutiim of atropine; I am pretty 
certain of that. 

But you would not swear to it! — Na 

As to the rest^ it is only from what your asustant told joo 
that you know!---I have no reason to doubt him. His name is 
Brown ; he is not a witness in this case. 

.Donatas 21. Dr. Douglas Maclagan, examined by the Solicitor- 
'^*^*'^ Gbkeral — ^I am Professor of Medical JurisfHndenoe in the 
University of Edinburgh, and have been long engaged as a 
medical practitioner in Edinburgh. I have also devoted coo- 
siderable attention to chemistry in its toxicological relations. 
On the 21st March last I made a pott-mortem examination of 
the body of Mary Jane Taylor or Pritchard, and prepared a 
r^K>rt, which is as follows: — [Beads Report Na l.J 

Medical Report by Doctors Maclagan and Littlejohn of Po^- 
mortem Examination of Body of Mrs. Pritchard. 

Edinburgh, 21st March, 1865. 

We, the undersigned, in virtue of a warrant <^ the Sheriff 
of Lanarkshire of yesterday's date, concurred in of this date 
by the Sheriff-Substitute of Edinburgh, at No. 1 Lauder Road, 
Grange, examined a body identified in our presence as that of 
Mary Jane Taylor or Pritdiard, by the following witnesses: — 
Mary Raynor or Taylor, sister-in-law of the decessed; Michael 
Taylor, ^ther of the deceased; Catherine Lattimer, servant; 
and Margaret Dickson, servant. 

The body appeared to be that of a healthy woman, <^ about 
the age stated on the coffin-plate— thirty-nine years. It was 
free from putrescency. There was moderate post-mortem 
lividity and rigor mortis. Nothing was observed externally 
except a yellow stain on the right side of the abdomen, looking 
like the remains of a sinapism. The expression was placid. 
The pupils oi the eyes natural. 

Head. — ^The vessels of the scalp were not loaded with blood 
The veins on the surface of the brain were moderately full, 
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especially at tlie posterior part. There was considerable Dr^^Doofflai 
effusion of serum under the arachnoid membrane on the top ***** 
of the brain, but not at the base. The brain itself was healthy, 
both as regards vascularity and consistence. The ventricles 
contained only a small quantity of senun. 

Organs of Respiration and Circulation. — ^The windpipe was 
healthy. The right lung was quite healthy. The left lung was 
slightly adherent to the walls of the chest at its apex, where 
there was a firm mass of old tubercular deposit, of the size of 
a hajsel nut, of cheesy consistence, and unaccompanied by any 
traces of recent morbid action. There was a small amount of 
serum in the pericardium. The heart contained a little fluid 
blood in both cavities — rather more in the right than in the 
left ventricle. In the right ventricle there was a small fibrous 
clot. The heart and its valves were healthy. 

Organs of Digestion. — The gums and mucous membrane of the 
mouth were exsanguine, the lips dry, the pharynx and gullet per- 
fectly healthy, llie walls of the abdomen were loaded with fat, 
and so were the omentum and mesentery. The viscera presented 
no morbid appearance externally. The liver was natural; the 
gall-bladder full of bile. The spleen was healthy. The kidneys 
slightly congested. The stomach contained about three drachms 
of pinkish-grey, ropy fluid, with some small masses of tenacious 
mucus mixed with it. The mucous membrane was generally 
healthy, but on the posterior wall, near to the cardia, there 
was a patch of punctiform redness over a space of two inches 
square. The small intestines were lined with light grey mucus. 
The colin and rectum contained some yellow feculent matter, 
which nowhere was of solid consistence. The ileum, for about 
three inches of its length, at a part beginning about three inches 
above its termination in the colon, was closely contracted on 
itself. The mucous membrane of the rectum, throughout a 
good part of its extent, presented a superficial dark discoloration, 
as if some black pigment were embedded in its substance. 
There was slight ramiform injection of the greater part of the 
mucous membrane of the rectum. There were several small 
patches of the same appearance at various points throughout 
the colon, and a few spots of similar vascular injection in the 
small intestines. 

Urinary and Genital Apparatus. — ^The urinary bladder con- 
tained about eight ounces of brownish yellow urine; the womb 
and its appendages presented no morbid appearance beyond & 
slight ulceration of the cervix uteri. 

We have to report that this body presented no appearances 
of recent morbid action beyond a certain amount of irritation 
of the alimentary canal, and nothing at all capable of accounting 
for death. We have therefore secured the alimentary canal 
and its contents, the heart and some of the blood, the liver, 
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Dr.Doofflas the spleen, the left kidney, and the urine, in order that theio 
•■•*■••■ may be submitted to ch^nical analysia. 

DonOLAS liAGLAGJif. 
HkNRT D. LriTLXJOHH. 

The Soucitor-Gbkeral — ^That ia a true report t 
W1TNK8S — It ifl. 
[Reads Beport No. 2.] 

Ch^nical Report by Dr. Maclagan. Death of Mr& Pritchud 

Edinburgh, 11th April, 1865. 

I have subjected to chemical examination the various organs 
and contents of organs removed by Dr. Littlejc^n and mjsdf 
from the body oi Mrs. Mary Jane Taylor or Pritchard at the 
poft-niortem examination on 2l6t March, and I have to report 
the following as the results which I have obtained : — 

It having been stated to me that antimony was suspected in 
this case, immediately on returning from the pwfir^fnortem 
examination I made a trial experiment in presence of Dr. Little* 
John and my assistant. Dr. Arthur Tamgee, with three drachms 
of the urine, and obtained from this unmistakable evidence of 
the presence of antimony. Being obliged, in consequence of 
the death of a relative, to go to London, and having, by the 
above experiment, ascertained that my researches must be 
directed towards the discovery of antimony, I requested Dr. 
Gamgee, in conjunction with Dr. Littlejohn, to carry on the 
following preliminary process in my absMice. 

[Witness withdrawn.] 
Dr.A,Gamgse 22. Dr. Arthur Gamobb, examined by the SouaTOR-GiNBRAL 
— I have been assistant to Dr. Madagan since April, 1863. I 
have had experience in chemical analysis. When Dr. Maclagan 
went to London on 22nd March he entrusted me with the 
evaporation of the intestines. The report correctly states what 
I did in Dr. Bfaclagan's absence. Dr. Maclagan returned od 
24th March. 

g^HellryD• 23. Dr. Hbkrt Duncan Ltttlbjohn concurred with Dr. 
^^ ° Gamgee as to the process conducted in Dr. Maclagan's absence. 

MMhSnuE^ Dr. Douglas Macjlaqan, recalled — [Reads same rep<Mii] — ^Rie 
whole contents of the intestines were evaporated to dryness on 
a water bath, so as to obtain a solid residue; one-half of this 
residue was digested with water acidulated with tartaric acid, 
and filtered, by which a solution measuring two ounces and five 
drachms was obtained, in which any antimony present in the 
intestines would be found. One ounce of this fluid was subjected 
to a stream <^ sulphuretted hydrogen gas, and the orange-yelloir 
precipitate which formed was collected on a filter and washed. 
This precipitate and the remainder of the tartaric acid solution 
tfo 
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were reserved for my examination on my return to Edinburgh Dr.j 
on the 24th March. I then subjected these materials to the ^"* 
following examination: — ^The orange-yellow precipitate was 
boiled in a tube with pure l^Fdi:ochloric acid, and the solution thus 
obtained was mixed with wi^r, when a white precipitate formed. 
The fluid containing this precipitate was again subjected to a 
stream of sulphuretted hydrogen gas, and again gave a deposit 
of an orange-yellow colour. 

One fluid drachm of the tartaric acid solution was treated by 
Reinsch's method, and another fluid drachm was treated by 
Marsh's process. By each of these well-known methods, and 
thus operating upon a quantity of fluid corresponding to a 
forty-aecond part of the contents of the intestines, I (Stained 
unequivocal evidence of the presence of antimony. By digesting 
a snoall quantity of the dried residue of the intestinal contents 
with distilled water, filtering and subjecting the filtrate to 
Reinsch's process, I readily ascertained that the antimony was' 
here present in the form of a compound soluble in water. There 
are oiily two preparations of antimony occurring in conmierce 
which are soluble in water — the one of these, the chloride, is 
a strongly acid, dark brown, corrosive fluid, totally unsuited 
for internal administration ; the other is what is known scienti- 
fically as tartarised antimony, and popularly as tartar emetic, 
a colourless substance, possessed of comparatively little taste, 
and in daily use as a medicinal agent. I have no doubt, and 
rfiall assume in the following statements, that the antimony 
found in Mrs. Pritchard's body was taken in this form. 

The remainder of the acid solution, amounting to one ounce 
and three drachms, was subjected to a process intended to 
determine the quantity of antimony present in the contents of 
the intestines ; but though the presence of this metal was deter- 
mined with the greatest facility, I found that the amount yielded 
by the materials which I used was too small to enable me to 
weigh it with sufficient accuracy. I also made an experiment 
with the contents of the intestines, directed towards the dis- 
covery of vegetable poisons. It is sufficient on this subject to 
say that the result was entirely negative. 

I then subjected to analysis the following fluids and solids 
removed from the body of Mrs. Pritchard: — 

1. Contents of Stomach. — ^These amounted to little more than 
half an ounce, and were free frwn all odour of any poisonous 
drug. They were subjected, in the first place, to what is known 
as " Stass's process," for the separation o^ vegetable poisons, but 
not a trace of any of these was detected. The whole residues 
of tlu0 operation were preserved and subjected to examination 
for antimony, but none was found. 

2. The Urine, — ^The presence of antimony having been 
already ascertained in this secretion, the remainder, amounting 
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Dr.DontiM ^ seven ounces, was employed to determine its quantity. The 
•■•*••■■ proceea followed here waa a well-known ooe, by which the 
antimony ia obtained in the form of aulphuret, after destroying 
the organic matter by means of hydrochloric acid and chlorate 
of potash. The quantity of sulphuret was readily weighed, and 
found to be rather more than one-tenth of a grain (0*1078 grain). 
This corresponds to nearly one-fourth of a grain ('218 grain) 
of tartar emetic. 

3. The Bile. — ^A little more than half an ounce of this fluid 
was obtained from the gall bladder. By Reinsch's process fifty 
minims readily gave an antimonial deposit. The remainder 
of the bile, amounting to four drachms, was used to detennine 
the amount of antimony in it, and it yielded sulphuret of 
antimony corresponding to more than one-tenth of a grain 
(0*121 grain) of tartar emetic. 

4. The Blood, — ^The total quantity was six and a half ounces. 
One ounce was subjected to Reinsch's process, and readily gave 
evidence of the presence of antimony. 

5. Th^ Liver. — ^The weight of this organ was found to be 
thirty-six ounces, a p>ortion weighing less than four ounces 
(1460 grains) was subjected to Reinsch's process, and a sufficient 
amount of antimony was found to coat rather more than four 
square inches of copper foil. Although the existence in the 
liver of an abundance of antimony was to my mind satisfactorily 
established by the appearance of the coated copper foil, I 
deemed it right to employ a portion of the product thus 
obtained for confirming, by another test, the presence of 
antimony in the body of Mrs. Pritchard. For this purpose a 
piece of the copper foil, one inch long and half an inch broad, 
was boiled in a dilute solution of pure caustic potash, the copper 
foil being from time to time freely exposed to the air. The 
coating disappeared from the copper, and a solution was 
obtained which, when acidulated with hydrochloric acid and 
subjected to a stream of sulphuretted hydrogen gas, gave an 
orange precipitate, which again was dissolved in strong hydro- 
chloric acid; this acid solution gave, on being mixed with 
water, a white turbidity, which again was turned orange by 
sulphuretted hydrogen. Another portion of the coated foil, 
measuring half an inch square, was heated in a fine glass tube, 
with a view to ascertaining the presence or absence of arsenic, 
which occasionally exists as an impurity in compounds of 
antimony. No arsenic, however, was found, nor had any been 
observed in the previous trial of the contents of the intestines 
by Marsh's process. Finding antim<»y thus abundantly in the 
liver, I made an experiment to determine its actual quantity in 
that organ. For this purpose I operated upon one thousand grains, 
by the process described above for determining the presence of 
antimony in the state of sulphuret (01 234 grain), corresponding 
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to a quarter of a grain (0*25 grain) of tartar emetic, the amount Dp. Douglas 
contained in the whole liver being almost exactly four graine "•«'*'•"* 
(3*93 graina). 

I next eocamined the remainder of the solid organs removed 
from the body of Mrs. Pritchard, and have to state that I have 
found more or less of antimony in the whole of them. I operated 
in no instance upon more than 360 grains, in every case follow- 
ing Reinsch's process. I thus obtained the evidence of the 
presence of antimony in the spleen, kidney, muscular substance 
of the heart, coats of the stomach, coats of the rectum, brain, 
and uterus. 

On the 29th of March I received from the hands of John 
Murray, sheriff-officer, Glasgow, two parcels of clothes, with 
sealed labels attached to them, with a view to my examining 
some staina up(xi them. One of tliese labels bore, '' Police 
Office, Glasgow, Central District, 23rd March, 1865. Found in 
the house of Dr. Pritchard, 131 Sauchiehall Street, and referred 
to in the case of himself. (Signed) A. M'Call, Audlbt Thomson." 
The label was signed by John Murray in my presence, and 
initialed by me. On the back of the label was the following 
list of the articles attached to it : — " One nightdress, 1 chemise, 

1 nightcap, 3 handkerchiefs, 1 knitted wooUen semmit, a pair 
of worsted stockings, 1 woollen polka." The other label was 
similarly dated and signed, the list on the back being — " 2 sheets, 

2 pillow cases, 2 towels, 1 toilet cover." I examined such of the 
stains on these articles as appeared of importance, confining 
my experiments to a search for antimony, and I have to state 
that, whilst with many of the stains the result was entirely 
negative, I found antimony on the following: — 1st, on the 
chemise, from a stain obviously of discharge from the bowels, 
and whidi had been marked by me A. 2nd, on (me of the 
sheets, distinguished by me as No. 1, in a stain marked by 
me B. 3rd, on the other sheet, distinguished by me as Na 2, in 
a stain obviously of urine, marked by me A. 4th, on a toilet 
cover, in a stain of a reddish colour, looking like a wine stain. 

It is hardly necessary to state that the materials employed 
in all these chemical operations had been ascertained to be 
entirely free from all metallic impurity. 

The SoucttortGhnbral — That is a true report! 
WrrNBSS — It is. 
[Reads Report No. 4.] 

Medical Report by Doctors Madagan and Littlejohn of PoH- 
mortem Examination of Body of Mrs. Taylor. 

Edinburgh, 30th March, 1865. 
In virtue of a warrant of the Sheriff of Lanarkshire, dated 
28th March, 1865, and concurred in on 29th March by the 
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gr.Doafflma Sheriff-Substitute of Midlothian, we this day, at the Gnoge 
"-t^-itttT Cemetery, examined the body of Mrs. Jane Taylor, who wm 
buried there at the beginning of the present month. Tlie 
coffin was exhumed in our presence, and was found to bear on 
the plate "Jane Taylor, died 25th February, 1865, aged 
71 years." A portion of the earth from above the coffin 
was secured for chemical examination. The coffin, and sabae- 
quently the features of the deceased, were identified in our 
presence by the foUowing witnesses: — ^Mr. Michael Taylcv, 
Dr. M. W. Taylor, Margaret Dickson, James Thomson, John 
Moffat, David Glen, and Robert Grant. The coffin was entire. 
The following were the appearances observed by us in the bodj 
of Mrs. Taylor: — 

ExtertuUlf/y it presented the appearance of great freshness. 
There was some red poit-mortem coloration of the shoulders 
and back. The abdomen was sUgbtly green over a space of not 
more than four inches by three. There was a little mouldinen 
on the face, but there was no putrefactive disfigurement of the 
countenance. The expression was placid, and a little florid 
colour was visible on the cheeks. 

Head. — ^The scalp was not congested. The dura mater was 
firmly adherent to the skull at several points, especially at the 
frontal bone, and in the right temporal fossa, at wludi places 
the inner table of the skull exhibited rough elevations and 
depressions, to which the dura mater was attached. These 
were of old standing. A small quantity of fluid blood, v^ch 
had exuded from a vein torn in removing the skull-cap, was 
found on the upper part of a posterior lobe of the left hemi- 
sphere. It was entirely a post-mortem occurrence. The blood 
was at once washed away by a little water poured gently upon 
it, and the brain and membrane beneath it were found quite in 
a natural state. There was a small amount of sub-arachnoid 
effusion, obviously also a post-mortem, phenomenon, as it was 
found only at the back part of the brain, and was unaccom- 
panied by any appearance of inflammatory action. The blood- 
vessels of the brain were not congested. The ventricles con- 
tained less than a teaspoonful of clear serum. The brain 
throughout was remarkably fresh. Every part of it was most 
carefully scrutinised, but at all points it was found perfectly 
healthy, both externally and internally, equally as regards 
consistence, colour, and structure. There was a trifling 
amount of atheromatous deposit on the coats of the vessels at 
the base of the brain, but much less than might have been 
expected in a person seventy-one years of age. 

Organs of Bespiration and Circulation. — ^The mucous mem- 
brane of the trachea was little, if at all, altered by putrefaction, 
being only slightly reddened, and lined by a little colourless 
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mucus. The lungs were remarkably healthy, there being no gp« 
trace of anything noteworthy about them, except some old 
adhesions of the left pleura. The pericardium was healthy, 
and contained no serum. The heart was large, and weighed 
sixteen ounces. It had a considerable layer of fat over its 
surface, was slightly dilated, particularly on the right side, but 
all its yalves were quite healthy. There was about one ounce 
and a half of fluid blood, along with a fibrinous coagulum in the 
right ventricle. The left ventricle was almost empty. The 
▼en09 cavsd contained half coagulated blood. The aorta was 
quite free from atheromatous deposit. 

Organs of Digestion, — The gimis and mucous membrane of 
the mouth, the pharynx, and gullet were perfectly healthy. The 
walls of the abdomen were loaded with fat, and so were the 
omentum and mesentery. The stomach contained five ounces 
of turbid yellow fluid, and some small masses of undigested 
food. The mucous membrane was free from disease, and pre- 
sented only some postmortem blackening at several points, 
and a yellow coloration from contact with the contents. The 
intestines presented diffuse post-mortem redness externally at 
several points, but nowhere exhibited any distinct morbid 
appearances. A portion of the ileum, about four inches in 
length, and about three feet above the caecum, was closely 
contracted upon itself. The small intestines contained only a 
lining of pinkish-grey mucus. There was a small amount of 
yellow fluid fsrces in the caecum and rectum. The large in- 
testines elsewhere contained only a lining of pinkish-grey 
mucus. The mucous membrane of the intestines everywhere 
was perfectly healthy. The rectum at one or two points, 
especially close to the anus, presented slightly the appearance 
of a black pigment matter imbedded in its mucous membrane. 
The other organs of the abdomen were healthy. 

Urinary and Genital Apparatus, — ^The bladder was con- 
tracted, and contained only a little mucus. The uterus and its 
api)endages were healthy. 

We have to report that we have not been able to discover in 
the body of Mrs. Taylor any morbid appearance capable of 
accounting for her death, and are of opinion that the cause of 
her death cannot be determined without chemical analysis. We 
have therefore secured for this purpose the alimentary canal 
and its contents, the heart and some of the blood, the liver, the 
spleen, the kidneys, the bladder and uterus, and a portion of 
the brain, which have been left in the custody of Dr. Maclagan. 

Douglas Maclagan. 
Hbnbt D. Ltttlbjohn. 

The Solicitob-Gbnbral — ^That is a true report! 
WiTNBSS — ^It is. [Reads Report No. 5.] 
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Dp.DoivIu Chemical Report bj Dr. Maclagan. Death of Mrs. Tajlor. 

Edinburgh, 13th April, 1865. 

I have subjected to chemical examination the Tarious organi 
and fluids removed by Dr. Littlejohn and m3rBelf from the bodj 
of Mrs. Jane Taylor at our post-mortem eizamination on 30th 
March, and hare to report on them as follows : — 

Contents of Stomach, — ^These, which amounted to fire ounoei, 
were, in the first place, subjected to the process known as that 
of Stass, for the detection of the active principles of vegetable 
poisons. The result, however, was that no trace of any of 
these was detected. A special test was also applied, with 
the view of discovering in the stomach meconic acid, one of 
the characteristic constituents of opium, but in this also I was 
unsuccessful. The residues of the above process were reserved 
to be tested for metallic poisons, and a preliminary trial, bj 
Reinsch's method, having revealed in the contents of the stomach 
the presence of antimony, I subjected the whole to a process by 
which I was enabled to determine the amount of this metal 
This process was as follows: — ^The materials were boiled with 
pure hydrochloric acid and copper foil, so long as the latter 
continued to receive on its polished surface a deposit of anti- 
mony. The foil thus coated was boiled with a weak solution 
of pure potash, the foil being from time to time exposed to the 
air, and the antimony was thus dissolved. The fluid, after 
being acidulated with hydrochloric acid, was subjected to a 
current of sulphuretted hydrogen gas, and yielded an orange- 
coloured deposit of sulphuret of antimony. This was further 
purified by dissolving it in a weak solution of sulphide of 
sodium, from which it was again precipitated by hydrochloric 
acid and weighed. Assuming, for reasons to be afterwardt 
given, that the antimony existed in the form of tartar emetic, 
the amount of this represented by the sulphuret which I 
obtained from the stomach was a little more than a quarter 
of a grain (0-279). 

Contents of Intestines, — ^The whole contents were evaporated 
at a gentle heat on the water bath, and a dry residue obtained, 
which weighed four hundred and thirty grains. Ten gnuns 
of this residue, on being subjected to Reinsch's process, yielded 
a characteristic deposit of antimony. To determine in what 
form this antimony existed, other ten grains were treated with 
distilled water, the solution filtered, and the fluid subjected to 
Reinsch's process. A characteristic antimonial deposit was 
obtained, thus proving that this metal was present in a soluble 
fomL There are only two soluble forms of antimony met with 
in conuneroe. One of these, the chloride, is a dark-coloured, 
acid, corrosive fluid, totally unsuited for internal administration. 
The other is what is known scientifically as tartarised antimony, 
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and popiilarlj as tartar emetic, a colourless substance possessed Dp. Doufflas 
of comparatively little taste, and in daily use as a medicinal ■•«l*«*n 
SLg&at. I have no doubt that it was in this last form that the 
antimony had been taken which I found in the alimentary canal 
of Mrs. Taylor. I endeavoured to determine, by the process 
formerly mentioned, the amount of antimony in the contents 
of the intestines, and for this purpose one hundred grains of 
the dried residue were boiled with hydrochloric acid and copper 
foil. The amount of foil coated was one and a half square 
inches, but the deposit was too small to enable me with confidence 
to make it the subject of a quantitative determination. 

A piece of the coated copper, half an inch square, was heated 
in a tube to ascertain the presence or absence of arsenic, which 
occasionally occurs as an impurity in tartar emetic, but none 
was found. 

The Blood. — Of this, six and a half ounces were obtained at 
the post-mortem examination. One ounce was subjected to 
Reinsch's process, and a characteristic antimonial deposit was 
obtained. 

The Liver. — ^This organ weighed two pounds six and a half 
ounces. Two hundreid and twenty grains were subjected to 
Reinsch's process, and two pieces of copper foil were coated with 
a characteristic deposit of antimony. One of these was made 
use of to confirm, though this was not necessary, the fact that 
the deposit on it was antimony. For this purpose it was, by 
the process already described, converted into sulphuret, which 
again was dissolved in strong hydrochloric acid. The solution 
thus obtained became milky on the addition of water, and on 
being a second time exposed to sulphuretted hydrogen gas 
again yielded the orange-coloured sulphuret. These reactions 
are conclusive as to the deposit on the foil being antimony. 

I determined the amount of antimony in the liver. For this 
purpose I operated upon a thousand grains by the method 
already described, and obtained a quantity of sulphuret, indi- 
cating that the liver contained rather more than one grain and 
a tenth (1'151 grains) of tartar emetic. 

I also examined the other solid organs and tissues removed 
from Mrs. Taylor's body, in each case following Reinsch's method, 
and in each case obtaining on the copper a characteristic anti- 
monial deposit. I thus found that there was more or less of 
antimony present in the muscular substance of the heart, the 
spleen, the kidney, the coats of the stomach, the coats of the 
rectum, the uterus, and the brain. 

LoBUy. — ^As Mrs. Taylor's body had been exhumed, I thought 
it my duty to examine some of the earth in which it had been 
interred, although this was superfluous, from the facts that the 
soil of the cemetery was dry and the coffin entire. For this 
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offlas purpose I boiled eight ounces of the earth in water, filtered and 

^^■^ concentrated the decoction, and subjected it to Reinach's proeoi, 

but it was found not to contain a trace of soluble antimonj, tad 

was therefore inci^ble of impregnating with thia metal toy 

body buried in it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clabx — I understand that the fint 
experiment you made was upon the urine f — ^Tes. 

When you obtained unmistakable evidence of the preseoM 
of antimony, by what process did you arrive at that condusioDf— 
By performing Reinsdi's process, and getting the characteristk 
violet deposit upon the copper. 

You did not carry it further! — No. 

That is the way you obtained unmistakable evidence of the 
presence of the antimony"? — ^Yes. 

In your opinion as a chemist is that conclusive proof of the 
presence of antimony 1 — I should not consider a case thorooghij 
worked out on that alone, but as a trial experiment, to my mind 
it was quite unmistakable. 

Being unmistakable, is there any necessity of going further t— 
It is better, I think, in every case to carry assurance to the miiuk 
of others by adding a further corroborative test. 

In your opinion the characteristic deposit upon the copper 
is conclusive of the presence of antimony? — ^Yes; it is quite 
satisfactory to my mind. 

I understand that Reinsch's process consists in producing 
upon the copper foil a certain coloured deposit ; that is the 
beginning and the end of the process t — ^Yes ; properly speaking. 

That deposit which you procured upon the copper may be 
subsequently tested in other ways, but that is not an essentisl 
part of Reinsch>*s process? — No. 

But you proceeded so far as to get this deposit on the copper 
by Reinsch's test, which you held to afford unmistakable en- 
dences of antimony? — Yes; in the urine. 

After you had done so you had to leave for London, and the 
preparatory work was done by Doctors Gamgee and Littlejoho. 
Were the rest of the experiments conducted by yourself? — ^Yes; 
the whole of them, from the beginning to the end. 

You performed the experiments upon the contents of the 
intestines with a view to enable you to determine the quantity 
of antimony? — ^Yes. 

The residt was that you found a quantity so small that you 
could not determine it bj weight?— Yes; by that particular 
process. 

The exact quantity in the intestines was so smaU that you 
could not make it out ? — ^t could not make it out as a quantity. 
I could not weigh it satisfactorily. 

In these intestines what did you operate upon? — Upon the 
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remains of the fluid that had been prepared in my absence by Dr. Douglma 
' Doctors Gamgee and Littlejohn. Maelagan 

Only upon a portion of the solution which Dr. Gamgee gave 
you? — ^Yes. 

Now, I should like you to tell me whether you handed any of 
the solution to Dr. Penny? — None of the solution. 

Did you hand any part of the intestines to Dr. Penny? — Yes ; 
some of the dried residue. 

You yourself did not know how the solution was prepared, or 
in what way the previous preparatory process had been carried 
through? — ^I was merely informed that they had followed the 
instructions which I had given when I went away. 

Would you tell me what was the amount of sulphuret of 
antimony that you found in the liver? — [After referring to 
report}~-0'1234 of a thousand grains. 

In making these experiments you did not find any traces of 
mercury? — I did not; not at the time. 

Re-examined by the Solicitob-Gbnbral — ^You gave to Dr. 
Penny certain portions that were taken from the body of Mrs. 
Pritohard, and also from the body of Mrs. Taylor? — Yes. 

Tell us what you handed to him from Mrs. Pritchard's body? — 
A note made at the time by myself contains a short record 
of the proceedings. I delivered to Dr. Penny at the University, 
from the body of Mrs. Pritchard — (1) A portion of the rectum, 
(2) the pyloric half of the stomach, (3) about half a kidney, (4) 
a portion (half) of the spleen, (5) a portion of the heart, (6) a 
portion of the brain, ^7) 225 grains of dried contents of intes- 
tines, (8) a portion of liver, and (9) a portion of blood. 

In glass bottles? — ^Yes; all the things were either in jars or 
bottles. 

You handed them over to Dr. Penny in your laboratory at the 
University ? — ^Yes. 

What portions of Mrs. Taylor's body did you deliver to Dr. 
Penny? — ^First, a portion of liver; second, a portion of heart; 
then one kidney; then 100 grains of dried contents ot 
intestines; about one-half of the stomach, a portion of the 
rectum, and a portion of the blood. 

I believe you found no mercury in your examination of the 
contents of Uie intestines? — No. 

You were requested subsequently to make an examination of 
a part of the residue of the contents of the intestines of Mrs. 
Pritchard? — Yes; last week. What I operated upon were the 
remains after the process that had been conducted by Doctors 
Gamgee and Littlejohn in my absence, and which had remained 
locked up. 

The LoBD Justicb-Clirk — ^Tell me what you made an examina- 
tion off — ^It was the solid residue that had remained after the 
tartaric aoid fluid had been filtered through. 
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Dp. Doofflas The Sougitob-Gsnbral — And with what result f — I determined 
the presence of mercury, and found a considerable quantity of 
antimony remaining in it. 

Give us as accurately as you can the result, and state hov ' 
much antimony was found f— I got a clear fluid by operatiog | 
upon that residue with chlorate of potash and hjrdrodiloric scid; 
and then passing sulphuretted hydrogen, I got a precipitate of 
a dirty orange colour, which was collected, washed, and boOed 
in strong hydrochloric acid. The yellow oolour disappeared, 
and the precipitate became black. The bydrochloric solotkm 
was then mixed with water and tartaric acid, and it gave as 
orange precipitate which, when collected and weighed, amounted 
to 0082, equal on the whole to 1*265 of sulphuret of antimony. 

Is that one grain and 265 decimal parts of a grain you mesnf 
—Yes. 

That is about a grain and a quarter, is it notf — ^Tes; rather 
more. 

The LoBD Justigk-Clsrk — ^In what quantity of solid residoef 
— In the whole that remained. 

The SoLicrroB-GKNBRAL — ^What was the weight of it 9 — It wodd 
be impossible to estimate the weight, because it had been is 
water, and had then been kept in a jar. 

In short, it was more antimony than you found in the oontenti 
of the intestines after the precipitate obtained by Doctoit 
Littlejohn and Gamgeef — Quite so. They treated the solid 
residue of one-half of the contents of the intestines, in my 
absence. They filtered the clear tartaric acid, and the reiult 
is given in my first report. The solid matter of that not dii- 
soWed by the tartaric acid was kept on the filter. It was that 
that was operated upon, and therefore it was the solid residue 
of the one-half of the intestines, minus, of course, what bad 
been dissolved by the tartaric acid. 

Then it was so much antimony which their process had not 
extracted t — ^Yes. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — It was about a grain and a quarterf 
— Yes ; a grain and a quarter of sulphuret. 

And what is that in tartar emetic! — It is equal to 2*56 ol 
tartar emetic. 

llie Soucitob-Gbnbbal — ^That is rather more than two and 
a half grains of tartar emetic? — ^Yes. 

Now, you have spoken of the precipitate you obtained becom- 
ing black; what did that indicate!— It indicated the presence 
of sulphuret of mercury. 

Did you make a quantitative analysis to determine the amountf 
— Yes ; it was 0*0509 grains — the twentieth of a grain« 

The LoBD Justicb-Clbrk — ^That was mercury — ^in what formt 
— ^In the form of sulphuret. 
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The Soucitob-Gbnbral — Did jou estimate the total quantity Dp. DoosIu 
of tartar emetic contained in the whole of the intestines from ■•'*«*° 
what 70U reoorered? — I made a corroborative experiment along 
with that which I have just narrated on a fresh portion of the 
dried contents. I took fifty grains of matter that had never 
been operated upon by any person before — ^what had been got 
by simply evaporating to dryness. I worked by the process 
of chlorate of potash as before, and I got 0'138 of sulphuret of 
antimony, corresponding to 0*280 of tartar emetic. 

What was the weight of the whole dried contents of the in- 
testines t — 1020 grains generally. 

The LoBD Justigs-Clbrk — ^What was the total amount of tartar 
emetici — ^In the whole of the contents of the intestines it would 
be 5*712 — ^nearly six grains. 

The Solicitor-Gbnbral — What do you mean by the contents 
of the intestines? — ^That which had originally been got out of 
the intestinal canal from the stomach down to the rectum, and 
wliich had been evaporated to dryness as the firat stage of the 
proceedings. 

Re-cross-examined by Mr. Clabk — Did you find any mercury 
in making that last experiment? — I did. 

What was the amount? — The amount in the experiment with 
the 50 grains of sulphuret oi mercury waa 0*0308 graina — the 
300th part of a grain. 

In conducting your original experiments, did you carry any 
of them further than the mere obtaining the deposit on the 
foil I — ^Tes ; I boiled the copper foil in potash, so as to get the 
sulphuret of antimony. 

In all cases? — ^No. 

Speaking of Mrs. Pritchard's body, in what cases? — It was 
partly on the tartaric acid solution. 

What do you mean by partly? — ^That process was followed 
out of testing the antimony by means of the solution in potash, 
both with the contents of the intestines and with the liver. 

In the other cases you rested satisfied with obtaining the 
deposit on the copper?— I think in all the other cases. 

In making these experiments which you have referred to 
upon the bed-clothes, and so on, did you carry your test further 
than the coloured deposit? — No. 

In the case of the examination of Mrs. Taylor, did you proceed 
to the close of the experiments, or did you reet satisfied with 
the coloured deposit ?---I carried out the experiments in regard 
to the contents of the intestines and the liver. 

In the other cases you did not? — No. 

24. Dr. Frbdirick PBionr, examined by the Solicitob- dp. f, Pmuiy 
Gbnbral — ^I am Professor of Oiemistry in the Andersonian Uni- 
yersiiy of Glasgow, and have given much attention to the 
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Pp. p. Pmiiu subject of poisons. On 10th April last I received from Pro- 
fessor Maclagan, of Edinburgh, the various articles to whidi be 
has spoken in the witness-box. I made a chemical anslyiii of 
these, and prepared a report. [Reads Report No. 3.] 

Report of Analysis in the Case of the Death of Mrs. Pritduii 

A17DERS0NIAK, Glssgow, 9th May, 1865. 

On Monday, the 10th of April last, I received from ^. 
Douglas Maclagan, at his laboratory in Edinburgh, the followmg 
articles, all of which weire certified to have beeo taken from tk 
body of Mrs. Pritchard: — 

No. 1. Pyloric half of Stomach. ^ mv-_ * ^- i 

„ 2. Nearly half of Kidney. These four article. w« 

:: 3. Portion of Rectum. ( contained m a sta*. 

„ 4. Portion of Spleen. ) ^"* ^^' 

„ 5. Portion of Liver in a glass jar. 

„ 6. Portion of Brain in a glass jar. 

„ 7. Portion of Heart in a glass bottle. 

„ 8. Portion of Blood in a glass bottle. 

„ 9. 225 grains of Dried Contents of Intestines in a 
glass bottle. 

The several vessels containing these articles were secureij 
closed and duly labelled. I brought them direct to Glasgow on 
the day refen^ed to, and, in accordance with instructions firom 
the Crown Agent, Edinburgh, I have, at my own laboratory, 
carefully analysed and chemically examined each and all of ii» 
said articles for the purpose of ascertaining whether they odd- 
tained any poisonous substance. 

Dried Contents of Intestines. — ^The investigation was com- 
menced with the contents of the intestines. From the infor- 
mation which I received, my attention was particularly directed 
to the detection of antimony ; but, deeming it desirable to seardi 
for the presence of other metallic poisons, I subjected a portion 
of the said contents to the usual course of qualitative analjni 
for the detection of various metals of a poisonous nature. Tbt 
results of this exhaustive examination gave distinct indications 
of the presence of antimony and mercury. 

For the purpose of establishing unequivocally fiie presence 
of these metals, and at the same time oi estimating their 
quantities respectively, the following experiments were then 
carried out : — 

A known quantity of the said contents was dissolved, with 
the usual precautions, in hydrochloric acid, with the addition of 
chlorate of potash, and the solution, being properly diluted with 
water, was subjected to the action ol sulphuretted hydrogen gas. 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

An abundant black precipitate was obtained, which, by proper dp. F. Pwiiiy 
treatment, was separated into sulphide of antimony and sulphide 
of mercury. 

The sulphide of antimony, which was obtained of a fine 
orange-red colour, was washed, dried, and weighed. Its weight 
corresponded to a quantity of metallic antimony equal to 2*1 
grains in one thousand parts of the dried contents of the 
intestines. The same sulphide was found to be readily soluble 
m^ sulphide of ammonium, and also in hydrochloric acid, and 

•the acid solution, when poured into water, gave a white pre- 
cipitate, and, when boiled with copper ribbon, deposited a violet- 
coloured coating on the surface of the copper. The coated 
copper, on being heated in a glass tube, gave no distinct crystal- 
line sublimata All these results are eminently characteristic 
of sulphide of antimony when thus treated. 

The sulphide of mercury was black ; it was dissolved in nitric 
and hydrochloric acids, and the solution, being appropriately 
prepared, was treated with chloride of tin. A precipitate of 
metallic mercury was obtained, which, after being suitably 
washed and dried, was found to correspond to three grains in 
one thousand grains of the dried contents. A portion of this 
precipitate, on being heated in a dry glass tube, gave a sub- 
limate of mercury in brilliant and mirror-like globules. Another 
portion was dissolved in nitric and hydrochloric acids, and the 
solution, after the removal of the excess of acid, was tested with 
caustic, potash, ammonia, and iodide of potassium, and with 
other reagents and methods for the detection of mercury. In 
every case the peculiar reaction of that metal was satisfactorily 
produced. In order to corroborate the results of the foregoing 
esperiments, another portion of the said contents of the intes- 
tines was subjected to Reinsch's process, and this was supple- 
mented by Marsh's process. By the former process copper foil 
was coated with a deposit which presented the peculiar violet 
colour and the general appearance of metallic antimony; and, 
by continuing the process till the copper foil ceased to be coated 
and the liquid was exhausted of separable matter, pieces of the 
copper foil were obtained with a grey coating, which, on being 
rubbed, became silvery and lustrous, like metallic mercury when 
similarly deposited. The coated copper was then digested in an 
aqueous solution of pure potadi, and, after being well washed 
and dried, it was cautiously heated in a small tube. A sub- 
limate of metallic mercury in minute lustrous globules was 
obtained, and this sublimate, when dissolved in the proper acids, 
yielded with the well-known tests — ^the chemical reactions of 
metallic mercury. 

The potash solution from the coated copper was then treated 
in the usual manner for the separation of antimony in the term 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

Dr. P. Pwmy of the orange-red sulphide, which, when collected and vog^ 
was found to correspond yerj closeij with tbe proportion ob- 
tained bj the process previously described. The sulphide of 
antimonj was soluble in sulphide of ammonium and in hfdn>- 
chloric acid. The solution in hjdrochlcNric acid gave a vbite 
precipitate when poured into water, and on being subjected 
to Marsh's process, deposited on a porcelain slaB the chanctar- 
istic stains of metallic antimonj. In another ezperimeDt t 
portion of the said contents was distilled with concentrated 
hydrochloric acid, and antimony was detected in the distillate. 

With a view of ascertaining whether the aotimoi^ and 
mercury existed in a form soluble in water in the said oontenti 
of the intestines, a portion of these was macerated in distiDed 
water and the solution carefully tested for both metals. The 
presence of antimony was distinctly detected, but no mercmy. 

The said contents were also examined by Stass's method for 
aconite, morphia, and other organic poisons, but not the sli^teit 
evidence of the presence of such poisons was obtained. 

Stanuich, — ^The stomach was analysed by the same methodi 
as those applied to the dried contents of the intestines. 

It yielded antimony in appreciable proportions, but no 
mercury. The quantity of antimony obtained waa equal to 
'05 of a grain in one thousand parts. The stomach was abo 
minutely examined for morphia and aconite, but not a trsce of 
these substances was obtained. 

Liver. — ^The liver was found to contain antimony, but do 
mercury. The proportion of antimony amounted to one-teoth 
of a ^ain in one thousand grains. 

Spleen. — ^The spleen yielded antimony in about the same pro- 
portion as that found in the liver, and it also contained mercuiy 
in well-marked quantity. 

Kidney. — ^The kidney 3rielded about the same proportion of 
antimony as the liver, and it was also found to contain an 
extremely minute trace of mercuiy. 

Heart. — ^The heart yielded antimony in a proportion rather 
larger than that found in the liver. It also contained mercury 
in smaller quantity than the spleen. 

Brain. — ^The brain contained antimony in less quantity than 
the liver, but it yielded no mercury. 

Blood. — ^The blood contained a small quantity of antimony, 
and also a faint trace of mercury. 

Rectum. — ^The rectum yielded antimony, but in less quantity 
than the liver. It afforded no indications of mercury. 

The Solicctob-Gbnbral — ^Is that a true report! — ^It is. 

Tou also at the same time received from Dr. Maclagan 
portions of the body of Mrs. Taylor, and made a similar analysis 
of these?— I did. [Reads Report No. 6.] 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

R^ort of Analysis in the Case of the Death of Mrs. Taylor. Dr. P. Penny 
Andbrsonian, Glasgow, 9th May, 1865. 

On the same day and occasion that I received the articles in 
the case of the death of Mrs. Pritchard, Dr. Douglas Maclagan 
delivered to me the following articles, certified to have been 
taken from the body of Mrs. Taylor : — 

No. 1. Portion of Liver in stoneware jar. 
„ 2. Portion of Stomach in glass bottle. 
„ 3. Portion of Heart in glass bottle. 
„ 4. One Kidney in glass bottle. 
„ 5. Portion of Rectum in glass bottle. 
„ 6. Portion of Blood in glass bottla 
„ 7. 100 grains of Dried Contents of Intestines. 

The vessels containing these articles were securely closed and 
duly labelled, and were, on the day referred to, brought by me 
direct to Glasgow. 

I have subjected all the articles above enumerated to a course 
of analysis and chemical examination similar to that applied to 
the articles in the case of Mrs. Pritchard. The following were 
the results obtained : — 

Liver. — In the liver the presence of antimony was unequivo- 
cally detected, and a quantitative eetimation gave 047 of a 
grain in 1000 grains of this organ. A careful analysis was 
also made for the preeeoce of mercury, but not the slightest 
trace was detected. 

StonuKh, — ^The stomach yielded about the same proportion 
of antimony as that found in the liver. No mercury wa« de- 
tected, llie stomach was ako minutely examined by Stass's 
process for aconite and morphia, but not a trace of these 
poisonous alkaloids was obtained. 

Heart. — The heart was found to contain antimony in less 
proportion than the liver. It yielded no mercury. 

Kidney. — ^The kidney yielded about the same quantity of 
antimony as the heart. It gave a marked quantity of mercury. 

Rectum. — The rectum gave antimony, but no mercury. 

Blood. — In the blood antimony was detected in rather larger 
proportions than in the heart. No mercury was detected. 

Dried Contents of Intestines. — In the dried contents of the 
intestines antimony was found to the extent of '5S3 parts in 
1000 parts by weight. It was partly present in a form soluble 
in water. No mercury was detected. The said contents were 
also carefully analysed for aconite and morphia, but no evidence 
of the presence of these poisons was obtained. 

The Solicttor-Gbnbral — ^That is a true report? — It is. 

You also made a report on certain articles which were 
delivered to you by Mr. M'Call, Superintendent of Police? — 
I did. [Reads Report No. 7.] 
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Dt. PritcnarcL 

)r. P. Peimy Report of Analysis of certain Articles referred to in the Case d 

Dr. Pritchard. 

Andersonian, Glasgow, 17th Maj, 1865. 

On Thursday, the 13 th of April last^ Alexander M'Call, Super- 
intendent of Police, delivered to me, at my laboratory, tk 
following productions, having sealed labels attached, refemug 
to the case of Dr. Pritchard: — 

A glass bottle, labelled " Battley's Sedative Solution *" [B]. 
A bundle of seven small paper packages [C]. 
A quart wine bottle, containing ginger wine [D]. 
A small glass phial, containing a white powder [E]. 
Three small phials, two corks, and one stopper, securelj 

tied together [F]. 
Six small phials and six corks, attached with string [I]. 

On the same day and occasion John Murray delivered to me 
a paper package, having labels attached, marked A, and contain- 
ing tapioca. 

On Friday, the 21st April last, Alexander M'Call delivered to 
me a small glass phial, with label attached, marked 6, and also 
a piece of cheese, marked H. 

On Thursday, the 11th inst., John Murray delivered to met 
paper package, with label attached, marked K, and oontainiog 
tapioca. 

In accordance with instructions received from John Gemmel, 
Esq., procurator-fiscal, 1 have made a careful analysis and 
chemical examination of the contents of the several productions 
above enumerated. My experiments and investigations gave 
the following results, which, for the facility of reference, are 
reported in alphabetical order: — 

This paper package [A] contained 2860 grains of tapioca. 
The presence of antimony, in the form of tartarised antimony, 
was unequivocally detected. Its amount was found to be 
equal to 4*62 grains in the pound of tapioca. Not a trace of 
mercury was detected. 

This bottle [B] contained one ounce and five drachms of a 
dark brown liquid, having the odour and general appearance of 
Battley's solution of opium. It was found to contain an 
appreciable quantity of antimony in a soluble form. The 
amount was equal to 1'5 grain per fluid ounce of the liquid. 
It contained no mercury. 

(I am at present engaged in examining it for other substances.) 

The seven paper packages [C] comprised in this production 
were marked No. 1 to No. 7 inclusive 

No. 1 contained a small lump of crystallised nitrate of silver, 
weighing 16*5 grains. It contained no antimony. 

No. 2 contained 132 grains of cimimin seed in powder. 
Neither antimony nor mercury was found in it. 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

No. 3 contained 143 grains of sugar of lead. Notiiing Dp. P. Penn^ 
extraneous was detected. 

No. 4. The contents of this package consisted of a mixture of 
mercury and chalk, weighing together 6*5 grains, and it waa 
evidently the medicinal preparation called "Hydrargyrum c. 
Creta." No antimony was found in it. 

No. 5 contained a lump of opium weighing 110 grains. 

No. 6 contained 13'5 grains of morphia, contaminated with a 
small quK-ntity of nitrate of silver, which, from the appearance 
of the paper package, had manifestly enfiltered accidentally 
from without. 

No. 7 contained 1350 grains of a white, gritty, crystalline 
powder, which was found to have all the physical and chemical 
properties of sugar of milk. It was carefully tested for mercury, 
antimony, and other substances, but the results were entirely 
negative. 

This bottle [D] contained 18 fluid ounces of ginger wine. No 
antimony or mercury was detected. 

This phial [E] contained 3*5 grains of a white powder, which 
was found by analysis to be tartarised antimony. 

The three phials [F] included in this production were labelled 
respectively 1, 2, and 3. 

No. 1 contained one ounce and three drachms of tincture of 
conium. 

No. 2 contained five drops of the same tincture. 

No. 3 contained two and one-half drachms of the same pre- 
paration. 

This phial [G] contained nine drachms and a half of a light 
yellow-coloured liquid, having the taste and odour of cinnamon, 
and consisting of a mixture of medicinal substances. It con- 
tained no antimony and no mercury. 

This cheese [H] was tested for antimony and mercury, but no 
evidence of the presence of these metals was obtained. 

This production [I] included six small phiaJs, which were 
found to contain as follows : — 

No. 1. Four drops of tincture of aconite. 

2. Twelve drops of the same tincture. 

3. Thirty drops of the tincture of conium. 

4. Fourteen drops of the tincture of conium. 

5. Empty. 

6. Nine drops of the tincture of digitalis. 

This paper package [K] contained 1695 grains of tapioca. 
Not the least trace of either antimony or mercury was detected 
in this tapioca. 

All this I certify on soul and conscience. 

Frbderigk Penny. 
17th May, 1866. 
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Dn Pritchard. 

1>r.F.p«iiiy The Solicitor-Gbnbbal — On the 15th May you received some 
other articles from Mr. M'Call, and prepared a report regarding 
them t— I did. [Reads Report No. 8.] 

Report of Analysis of certain Articles referring to the Case of 
Dr. Pritchard. 

Andbbsonian, Glasgow, 19 th May, 1865. 

This is to certify that I have subjected to careful analysis and 
chemical examination the following articles, whi(9i were de- 
lirered to me on the 15th inst by Alexander M^Call : — 

No. 1. A brownish-coloured and turbid liquid, measuring 
three fluid ounces, contained in a glass bottle, labelled 
chloroform. It was tested for antimony and mercury, bat 
not a trace of either metal was detected. It contained no 
aconite. 

No. 2. A white crystalline powder, contained in a small 
cylindrical wooden box, with screw cover. It weighed 15*5 
grains, and was found to consist of a mixture of tartarised 
antimony and arsenious acid (that is, the conmion poison of 
arsenic) in nearly equal proportions by weight. 

No. 3. About ten drops of colourless liquid, contained in a 
quart wine bottle. It was found to be an aqueous solution of 
corrosive sublimate. 

No 4 [A]. A white powder, contained in a circular red paste- 
board box. It weighed 5 grains, and was found to be calomel 

No. 4 [B]. A white powder, weighing 35 grains, contained in 
a green pasteboard box. It was found to be tartarised 
antimony. 

All the productions containing the articles subjected to 
analysis were securely closed, and had sealed labels attached. 

Fredbbick Pktnt. 

19th May, 1865. 

The Solicttor-Gbnbral — ^That is a true report f — ^It is. 

With regard to the bottle labelled " Battley's Solution," you 
found an appreciable quantity of antimony in a soluble fonni— 
I did. 

And you say in your report that you were at that time 
engaged in examining it for other substances? — ^Yes. 

Did you, in fact, complete your examination for other sub- 
stances to the best of your judgment and ability? — I did. 

What did you look for in particular? — ^I looked for mercurr 
and other metals. I searched for aconite, and also for coniuni. 

Did you find any of these? — I found aconite 

How do you proceed in order to search for aconite in another 
substance; is it by chemical or other processes? — Chiefly by 
the taste of the extract obtained by evaporation, and by its 
physiological action upon small animals. 
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Evidence for Prosecution. 

Just explain to ua afi distinctly as you can how you proceeded Dr. F. Pwmy 
with this fluid in order to determine whether aconite was present 
in it or not? — ^A portion of it was evaporated to dryness, and 
the extract thus obtained was very carefiilly tasted, and its 
effects upon the tongue and upon the lips ascertained by 
applying it to them. 

And what were the effects? — A tingling and benumbing 
sensation, characteristic of aconite. Another process was also 
carried out with the extract which remained after the evapora- 
tion. To another portion of the extract dissolved in water 
ammonia was added, and a precipitate was separated and 
examined in the same way, after being dissolved in diluted 
hydrochloric acid. The ben\unbing and tingling sensation pro- 
duced by that precipitate was very slight. But the anmtioniacal 
liquid, after the separation of the precipitate, was treated with 
hydrochloric acid and evaporated, and the sens^ition produced 
by this residue was very strong and distinct. With a view to 
ascertain the character of aconite when mixed with Battley, 
I mixed known quantities of Fleming's Tincture of Aconite vnih 
Battley's Solution, treating the mixtures in the same way. I 
took mixtures from 5 per cent, to 40 per cent. Fleming's is a 
strong tincture. The results were precisely similar, but when 
the proportion was equal to 10 per cent, the sensation was by 
no means so strong. The addition of Fl^tning's Tincture oi 
Aconite to genuine Battley to the extent of 10 per cent, of the 
mixture gave a sensation very much stronger than the liquid 
in this bottle, but the sensations were the same. 1 draw the 
conclusion that in this solution there was more than 6 per 
cent., but less than 10 per cent. 

The sensation of benumbing and tingling is peculiarly 
characteristic of aconite? — ^Yes; it ia well known to be so. 

1 believe you procured some pure specimens of Battley's 
Solution, and treated it without mixture of any kind in ihe 
same way as the contents of that bottle? — I purchased Battley's 
Solution at several establishments in Glasgow, and also in 
London. I examined all these samples, and I found that in no 
case were such sensations produced by the extract obtained as 
described. 

Did you buy some of it from Murdoch Brothers, of Sauchidiall 
Street? — ^I did. I found no trace of the presence of antimony 
in the genuine Battley. 

Tour examination satisfied you that it contained neither 
antimony nor aconite? — ^That is so. 

[Shown No. 85] — ^And your examination of the contents oi 
that bottle satisfied you that it ccmtained both antimony and 
aconite? — ^Yes. 

Tou made some further experiments with the contents of the 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

Dr.r. Ponny bottle upon rabbits, I belieTef — I made in all about twenty-fiTe 
expmments upon nkbbita. 

Hie Lord * Justicb-Clerk — ^With tbe extract obtained frtxn 
tiiat bottlef — ^And from genuine Battley and various mixtureB. 

The SoucrroR-OsNBRAL — Just take g^^iuine Battlej first. 
Did it kill any rabbit« or noti — Genuine Battlej did not kiQ 
tlie rabbits, with a dose even equal to fiftj graiiia. 

What effect did the contents of bottle No. 85 produDcJ— 
According to the dose. 

What do6e killed f — ^Fortj grains injected under the skin 
of the back, between the skin and the muscles. 

You experimented with the contents of that bottle on the 
rabbits in the precise way that you did with g^iuine Battlej I— 
Precisely. 

Did you experiment in the same way with genuine Battler 
to which you had added Fleming^s Tincture of Aconitef — ^I did. 
I made in all about ten experiments with the genuine Battier 
mixed with Fleming's Tincture, in different proportions. Id 
one set of experiments 1 injected a mixture of Battley into 
three young rabbits, and in a third into full-grown rabbits. In 
the first set of experiments with yoimg rabbits I injected teo 
grains of genuine Battley's Solution; in the second experiment 
with a young rabbit 1 injected ten grains of this Bait ley; and in 
the third experiment I injected a mixture composed of nine 
grains of genuine Battley and one grain of FIeming:'s Tincture 
of Aconite. With the old rabbits I proceeded in a similar 
manner, using forty grains instead of ten grains as witii the 
yoimg rabbits — ^first, with genuine Battley: and second, with 
the mixture; and third, with genuine Battley mixed with 
aconite. The general result was that genuine Battlej did not 
kilL 

The S3rmptom8 manifested by the rabbits, both old 
and young, subjected to the action of genuine Battley were 
simple in character and few in nimiber, and were not materially 
altered by variation of dose. The animal soon assumed a prone 
position, resting on belly and chest, and the head ioTariablj 
resting on the ground. The fore legs were either sprawling 
or gathered under the body, the hind legs always extended 
sideways; the eyes remained open, and the pupils were natural 
and not contracted; the breathing was invariably gentle; no 
cries were uttered, and no convulsions or spasms of the body 
were apparent. There was a complete condition of inanity, 
and, with the exception of the open state ol the eyes, the animal 
seemed to be in a state of pn^ound sleep. There was no 
indication of spasmodic movement ; but when aroused or urged 
to motion, the movements were performed in a crawling, tortoise- 
like manner. In this state the animal remained for several 
houni, and then gradually recovered. 
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The effects produced by the mixture of genuine Battley with Dr. P. Penny 
aconite were as follows, and presented a striking contrast to the 
symptoms resulting from pure Battley: — ^Very eoon after the 
injection the animal became restless and uneasy, and then 
began to crouch, resting on ita flank, with the hind legs extended 
laterally, and keeping its head erect. It next assumed a sitting 
posture in an attitude of watchful expectancy, and commenced 
to twitch ita lips and move its jaws as if chewing. Suddenly 
it staggers, rolls over, and quickly regains its feet. Saliva begins 
to flow from the mouth, and soon after piteous and peculiar 
choking cries are emitted. The head is retracted, and the 
breathing is painfully laborioua Convulsions now set in, 
followed by intervals during which the limbs are quite relaxed, 
and the animal lies helpless on its side. Frantic leaps are now 
frequently taken, accompanied by movements of a paralytic 
character. A state of utter prostration also occurs, variable in 
duration ; and then a strong convulsion comes on, during which, 
or immediately after, the animal expires, the limbs becoming 
instantly relaxed. 

Then as to the results produced by the contents of No. 85, 
the sjrmptoms exhibited by the rabbits subjected to this liquid 
corresponded in every important respect with the effects pro- 
duced by the above mixture, and were so clearly similar that 
it was impossible to detect any essential difference in them. 

In the case of the small rabbits the experiments were made 
at the same time, but, without knowing beforehand, it would 
not have been possible to distinguish the animal under the 
influence of the contents of No. 85 from the one under the 
influence of the mixture of Battley and aconite. 

These results leave no doubt on my mind — ^joined with the 
taste and aeneation — that bottle No. 85 contained aconite. All 
the other experiments, which were numerous and varied, con- 
firmed these results. 

The Solicitor-Genbral — ^That bottle was about half-full, I 
think, when you got it ? — It contained 1 ounce 5 drachms. 

What, according to your judgment, as the result of your 
examination, was the whole quantity of aconite in that amount 
of liquid I — Between 5 and 10 per cent. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clark — ^Tou said the bottle was half- 
full when you got iti — ^How high would it come upon the label! 
— I could not tell that. 

Would it go up half-way to the label? — No; it would not come 
to it. 

Aconite is a vegetable poison I — ^Tes. 

What is the popular name of it I — ^Monkshood. 

Were the experiments with the rabbits you spoke of made 
with the Battley's Solution purchased by yourself from Murdoch 
Brothers! — ^They were made with the Battley purchased by 
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Dr. Pritchard. 

Dr.F.Panny mTself from the Apothecariee' Hall, or from other placet, not 
trom Murdoch Brodiers. 

Battle/a Sedative Solution la a preparation of opium t— It vl 

If you pursue Reinech'a test for the detection of antimoi^, 
and obtain, in the course oi that process, a deposit upon cof^ 
foil, is tliat deposit conclusive of the presence of antimoojl— 
It would not be so to my mind. 

Whatever the deposit might be? — ^Whatev^' the deposit 
might be. 

Why is that soT — ^Because other matters are liable to give a 
deposit similar in appearance to the eye. 

The only test that you have tor antimony, wiien you punoe 
Beinsch'fl process to the ext^it of getting a deposit on the wire, 
is the colour that is seen on the foil?— Yes; the vidiet colour 
on the copper. 

But that is not conclusive of antimony, because the same 
colour may be produced by other substances) — It may. 

What are these substances — give us an example of them I— 
Oily matters; animal oils particularly. 

Re-examined by the SoucrroR-GBNBRAL — [Shown No. 142]— 
That is a small phial containing a dark-coloured liquid. It nat 
delivered to me on the 16th May, 1865, by J<^ M'MillsD, 
assistant to Murdoch Brothers. 

Did you make an analysis of that? — ^I did, and it was similar 
to the Battley's which I purchased myself in every respect. 

That contained no antimony and no aconite? — None. 

[Shown No. 143}— That is a bottle containing Battley's 
Solution which you yourself purchased at Murdoch Brothers? — 
Tes ; it was purchased by myself. 

Have you analysed that? — I did; it was in no respect different 
from that which was in No. 142, brought to me by Mr. 
Macmillan. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — It corresponded in every respect 
with the genuine Battl^ which you purchased elsewhere? — 
Yes. 

And with which you had made experiments on the rabbits? — 
Yes. 

The Solicitor-Genbral — ^From whom did you get that bottle 
Na 85, of which we have heard so much? — On 'Diursday, 13th 
April, Alexander M'Call, Superintendent oi Police, delivered it 
to me at my laboratory. 

Can you tell me in a general way how much liquid there 
was in it at the time? — ^It was much below tiie lower edge of 
the original label. 

Can you tell me how much the bottle will contain when full? 
— The entire capacity of the bottle was 5^ ounces. The top 
red line on the left side marked at the time by myself, as shovD 
me by one of the witnesses, indicates 2f ounces; and' the lower 
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red line on the right fiide marked at the time by myself, as Dp. f. Penn: 
shown by the other witness, is 2^ ounces. I have seen these 
two witnesses in Court. When I received it, it contained 
between 1} and If ounces. 

Did you send 0ome of the contents of that bottle to Dr. 
Maclagan? — I did. 

The Lord Justicb-Clegeik — Did you put it into his own hands, 
or send it? — I gave up possession of the bottle to the officer 
Murray, after I had completed all my experiments, last week. 
I marked on this label the date when I gave it up, which was 
on the 20th of June. 

Was there anything in the bottle thenT — ^Yes; there must 
have been about a drachm. 

The Soliottor-Gbnbral — ^Was it sealed up? — ^Yes; and bore 
my seal. Dr. Maclagan got it with the seal imbroken. 

There was nothing in the contents which you sent to him that 
was not in it when it waa handed to him originally? — No; it 
was precisely in the same condition. I was present at the 
experiments made in the University here upon rabbits by Dr. 
Maclagan, in presence of Dr. Christison, Dr. Littlejohn, and Dr. 
Gamgee. These experiments were precisely similar to mine, 
and were made with the same result, except that death was 
more speedy from the larger dose given. These experiments 
were made with the mixture in the bottle, the genuine Battley, 
and the Battley to which the tincture of aconite had been added. 

These experiments which you witnessed, being exactly the 
dBJTLe as your own, confirmed the opinion which you expressed, 
that aconite was present in the bottle? — ^Entirely so. 

With the exception of the antimony and the aconite which 
you detected, the contents of the bottle were, I presume, similar 
to the genuine Battley? — I examined it for the leading con- 
stituents of opium, and I foimd them there. 

In fact, it would be correct to say that it differed from 
genuine Battley, so far as you could see, only in the presence 
of ihe antimony and the aconite? — It did. 

[The medical witnesses were here asked to leave the Courts 
as the examination of Dr. Penny was now to be directed to 
noatter of opinion.] 

The Soucttor-Gbneral — ^In regard to Mrs. Pritchard's case, 
what are your conclusions as stated in your report? — [Witness 
reads remainder of Report No. 3.] 

Having deliberately considered the results of my experiments 
upon the articles subjected to analysis, I have arrived at the 
following conclusions: — 

1st. 'niat all the parts of the body examined by me contained 
antimony. 

2nd. That in the dried contents of the intestines the antimony 
partly in a form soluble in water, and most likely in the 
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r. F. Psniiy state of tartar emetic or tartarised antimooy. la Uie hnt^ 
kidney, and the other Tisoera^ the antimoiiy was deposited in 
a fitate insoluble in water. 

3rd. That the contenta oi the intestines contained the largeit 
proportion of antimony, next the hearty then the liTer, kidnej, 
and spleen ; less in the stomach ; and the smallest quantity in 
the rectum, brain, and blood. Not knowing the total weight 
either of the contents of the intestines or of the several organs 
here enumerated, I was unable to calculate the total quantitr 
of antimony in these matters, either separately or conjoined. 

4th. That the contents of the intestines, the spleen, the heart, 
the blood, and the kidney contained mercury; but that noDe 
of this metal was present in the liver, st^miach, rectum, sod 
brain. That, in all the^e matters, the mercury was in a state 
insoluble in water; and this result is quite consistent with the 
known property of mercury to form insoluble oombinatioiu 
with animal substances, even though it had been taken or 
administered in a soluble form during life. 

5th. That the largest quantity of mercury was contained in 
the contents of the intestines, next in the spleen and heart, 
and extremely minute traces in the blood and kidney. 

6th. That the presence of antimony and mercury in the con- 
tents of the intestines indicates that these metals were being 
passed from the deceased up to the time of death. 

7th. That no other metallic poison was contained in the 
matter examined. 

8th. That no aconite, morphia, or other vegetable pcHSon, 
discoverable by chemical processes, was contained either in the 
contents of the intestines or in the 8t(»nach. 

9th. Not having detected any organic poison either in the 
said contents of the intestines or in the stomach, it was not 
necessary to examine the other articles for such poisons, and 
more especially as the quantities of these matters received for 
analysis were too small to hold out any prospect of a successfal 
result. 

All this I certify on soul and conscience. 

Glasgow, 9th May, 1863. Frbdbrick PsKinr. 

Examination resumed — You heard read by Dr. Maclagan the 
report of the post-mortem examination of this lady's bodyl — 
I did. 

And I believe you have had previously an opportunity of 
studying it? — I have. 

The result of that report is th&t the post-mortem appeaiances 
exhibited nothing to account for death? — ^That is the result of 
the report. 

You heard the evidence as to the symptoms exhibited by 
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Mrs. Pritchard from the time that she was taken ill in January Dr, F. Panny 
down to the time of her death 1 — ^I did. 

Are these symptoms suggestive to you of the action of any 
poiaon with which you are acquainted? — ^They correspond with 
those of tartar emetic. 

That ia another name for tartarised antimony? — ^Yes; tartar- 
ieed antimony is one of the forms, and the common form, of 
antimony soluble in water. 

You detected the presence of mercury by your chemical 
examination? — I did. 

Did you hear anything in the evidence which accounted for 
that?— Yes; I did. 

What was that? — ^The powders prescribed by Dr. Patorson 
containing calomel and hydrargyrum cum creta. 

Assuming that such powders had been administered shortly 
before death, that would correspond with the traces of mercury 
which you found afterwards ? — It would — ^to the extent given. 

Supposing that antimony had been applied externally to Mrs. 
Pritchard's neck in the month of October, when she was com- 
plaining of the swelling of a gland in her neck, would that 
account for any of the results of your chemical analysis? — I 
have no experience in that direction ; I am not qualified to 
answer that question. 

You confined yourself to the fact that these substances were 
detected by chemical analysis, and to the opinion, as the result 
of your study on the subject of the symptoms attending the 
administration of such a poison? — ^Yes. 

And I understand you to say that the symptoms throughout 
Mrs. Pritchard's illness — I speak only of the time after Christ- 
mas down to her death — corresponded with the symptoms pro- 
duced by the administration of antimony? — So far as the scope 
of my experience goes from study, they did. 

You also heard the account of Mrs. Taylor's illness. Do 
the symptoms spoken to by the witnesses who gave that account 
suggest the operation and action of any poison to your mind? — 
Merely the vomiting — from antimony. 

There were other symptoms in the case of Mrs. Taylor — the 
comatose state in which she was? — I am not prepared to speak 
to that. 

In regard to Mrs. Taylor's case, what were your conclusions 
as stated in your report? — [Witness reads remainder of Report 
No. 6.] 

From a careful consideration of the results of the analysis 
and examination of the above-named articles, I am clearly of 
opinion that they are conclusive in showing — 

Ist. That all the articles subjected to analysis contained 
antimony. 

2nd. That the dried contents of the intestines contained the 
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>r. F. Penny l&i^est portion of antimony; nest, the liver and stonuch; 
then the blood, and in less quantity in the hearty kidney, and 
rectum. 

3rd. That part of the antimony in the contents of the intes- 
tines is in a form soluble in water. 

4th. That the kidney was the only article in which mercury 
was detected. 

5th. That neither the stomach nor the contents of the is- 
testines contained aconite or morphia in quantity sufficient to 
be detected by known chemical processes. 

6th. That the articles subjected to analysis contained do 
other metallic poison than antimony and mercury as reported 
above. 

To the truth of this report I hereby certify on soul and 
conscience. 

Glasgow, 9Ui May, 1865. Frsderick PbhiiT. 

Examination resumed — Is that the opinion truly entertained 
by you as the result of your examination 1 — It is. 

Tou say the same in the concluding portion ot your report 
regarding Mrs. Pritchard? — ^These are my conclusions. 

Is there any other matter on which, as a chemist* you can 
give any other information from the evidence you have heard f — 
Nothing occurs to my mind beyond what I have stated. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clark — ^Has aconite a bitter taste f— 
No. 

Has antimony a burning taste I — It has, after a time, a 
metallic taste. 

When it enters the )>Quth, has it a burning taste t — ^Not so 
far as I have tasted it. ^ What it may be when it goes down the 
throat in sufficient quantity to poison I don't know. 

Sr* bSm^ Dr. Douglas Maclaoan, recalled, examined by the SoLicrroB- 
aeiacmn q^j^j^^^j^ — jj^ regard to Mrs. Pritchard's case, what are your 
conclusions as stated in your report? — [Witness reads remainder 
of Report No. 2.] 

From the experiments, the details of which are given above, 
I have been led to the following conclusions: — 

1st. That Mrs. Pritchard had taken a large quantity of anti- 
mony in the form of tartar emetic. 

2nd. That having regard to the absence in her case of any 
morbid appearances sufficient to account for death, and to the 
presence in it of a large quantity of a substance known to be 
capable of de8tro3ring life, her death must be ascribed to the 
action of antimony. 

3rd. That it is most unlikely that this poison was taken in a 
single large dose. Had this been the case, I should hate 
expected to have found some more decided evidence of irritant 
action in the mouth, throat, or alimentary canal. 
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4th. That from the extent to which the whole organs and Dp. Douglas 
fluids of the body were impregnated with it, it must have been ■*^*«*" 
taken in repeated doses, the aggregate of which must have 
anoounted to a large quantity. 

5th. That from the large amount found in the liver, from its 
ready detection in the blood, and from its being found passing 
so copiously out of the body by the bile and urine, it is 
probable that some of the poison had been taken at no greater 
interval than a period of a few days previous to death. 

6th. That I am inclined to believe that it had not been 
administered, at all events in any great quantity, within a 
few hours of her death. Had this been the case, I would have 
expected to have found at least some traces of it in the contents 
of the stomach, and more in the contents of the intestines; 
whereas none was found in the former, and the amount found in 
the latter seems to be amply accounted for by the bile impreg- 
nated with the poison discharged into them from the liver. 

7th. That the period over which the administration had 
extended cannot be determined by mere chemical investigation, 
but must be deduced from the history of the case, with which 
I am unacquainted. 

Douglas Maclaoan. 

Examination resumed — You are now better acquainted with 
the history of the case, and have heard the account given in 
this place of the illness of Mrs. Pritchard? — ^Yes. 

I am referring to the part of the evidence which relates to 
the illness after her return to Glasgow up to the time of her 
death. Does that account suggest to you as a medical man 
the cause of her death? — It suggests a confirmation of the 
opinion I had formed from my chemical and post-mortem 
examination. 

Do the symptoms which she exhibited indicate the administra- 
tion of antimony at an early period of the illness? — I think so. 
If I remember right, there was vomiting at a very early period 
of the illness — that was a characteristic symptom — and also 
muscular depression. Sickness and vomiting, and muscular 
depression are symptoms of the action of antimony. 

Were there any other symptoms exhibiting the action of 
antimony which struck you ?— There was irritation of the bowels 
and cramp in the extremities, which are symptoms characteristic 
of that poison. 

Then is it your opinion, judging from these symptoms, that 
the administration of antimony began with the commencement 
of the illness after Christmas, and continued down to the time 
of her death? — I think it is most probable. 

The Lord Justigb-Clbrk — ^You mean the administration of 
antimony was going on during that period? — Yes; from time 
to time. 
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nr» DoaffUfl Then jou think the symptoms she exhibited were rnxk in a& 

■aelmj^ respects as you would have expected on the supposition dut 

antimony was administered to her all aloiigf — I think to. 

Does the history of the case, as 700 have heard it in tke 
evidence, and particularly of the symptoms which were mani- 
fested, suggest to your mind, as a medical man, any otho 
cause of death? — ^There is no natural disease to which I cas 
ascribe the death. 

The Soucitor-Gbnbral — ^The poit-mortem examination did 
not indicate any natural disease whatever? — No natural disetK 
that could account for her death. There wa« an arresttd 
pulmonary disease that had existed years before ; but that bad 
obviously nothing to do with her death. 

The result of the chemical examination accounted for het 
death in a manner entirely in accordance with the symptoms?— 
I think so. 

Suppose that antimony had been externally applied to her 
neck in October last, when she was plagued with the swelling 
of a gland in the neck, would that in any way account for 
her illness, assuming that it was nibbed in to the extent of 
producing pustules on the skin? — I never saw antimony rubbed 
into the skin produce any of the constitutional effects of 
antimony. 

And that would not account for the results of the chonical 
examination of the contents of the stomach and other organs?— 
Certainly not. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — It would not account for the symp- 
toms exhibited between Christmas and the death? — No. 

The Solicitob-Gbnsral — Suppose that years ago Mrs. 
Pritchard used antimony internally on one occasion, when abe 
had a tendency to inflaiimiation of the eyelids, would that be in 
any way connected with the symptoms of her illness? — No; it 
would have nothing to do with it. 

You heard Dr. Paterson mention the powders which he had 
prescribed for her in the beginning of March? — ^Yes; calomd 
and grey powder. 

Suppose these powders to have been administered, would they 
account for the mercury which was found by your chemical 
analysis ? — Certainly. 

Had that mercury, in your opinion, anything to do with 
causing death? — I do not think that there was any evidence of 
its having had any concern with the death. 

But the traces of mercury which you found were such as you 
would expect in a patient who died while such powers were 
in the course of being administered? — ^Yes. 

Were these proper powders to administer? — ^Well, it is quite 
a usual prescription. I presume you mean were they a safe 
prescription, generally speaking. 
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I am not asking your opinion on this particular case at Dp.DougUs 
i^hicb you were not present ; but they are a safe and common *® ** 
prescription I — ^Yes. 

Then nothing in the history of the case as you have heard it 
in the evidence occurs tx) throw any doubt upon the conclusion 
at which you arrived by your chemical analysis? — Everything 
therein tends to confirm it decidedly. 

The symptoms during the whole of her illness, and the result 
of the chemical analysis, are in harmony with each other, and 
both concur in pointing to antimony as the cause of death? — 
I think so. 

Was there anjrthing in the case to indicate to a medical man 
that she was labouring under gastric fever ? — No. 

Do you mean that a medical man of ordinary intelligence 
attending her during the illness which you have heard described 
would not have concluded that she was labouring under fever? — 
I should think not. 

Is there anything in the account of her illness to suggest 
gastric fever or any other fever to your mind at all? — No. 

Now, will you read the concluding part of your report respect- 
ing the case of Mrs. Taylor? — [Reads remainder of Report No. 
6.] 

From the above experiments I am led to the following 
conclusions : — 

1. That Mrs. Taylor had taken a considerable quantity of 
antimony in the form of tartar emetic. 

2. That, having regard to the absence of any morbid appear- 
ances sufficient to account for death, and to the presence in 
the body of a considerable quantity of a substance known to 
be capable of destroying life, her death must be ascribed to the 
action of antimony. 

3. That it is most likely that this was not taken in a single 
large dose. Had this been the case, I should have expected to 
have found some morbid appearances indicative of the irritant 
nature of the drug. It appears to me more probable, from the 
amount found in the body, that it must have been taken in a 
succession of doses, not great enough individually to produce 
local irritant effects, but amounting in the aggregate to a large 
quantity. It is right, however, to add that a single copious 
dose, not large enough to produce marked local effects, might 
give rise io fatal depression of the system in a woman aged 
seventy-one, whose heart was enlarged and somewhat dilated. 

4. That, from the fact that antimony was found copiously in 
the liver, was readily detected in the blood, and existed to the 
amount of a quarter of a grain in the stomach, some at least 
of the tartar emetic had been taken, probably within a few hours 
before death. 

5. That, from chemical investigations, I am unable to say 
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over what length of time the administration of the antimonf 
had extended, supposing it, as I believe, to ha^e been taken in 
a succession of doses. This can be learned only from t 
consideration of the history of the case, with wluch I am 
unacquainted. 

DOI7GI.AS MaCLAOAS. 

Examination resumed — ^That is jour conscientious opinion f— 
Yes. 

Tou heard and attended to the eTidence respecting Mil 
Taylor also)— Tes. 

What cause of death does that indicate to your mindf-4 
am inclined to think, from the account I ha^e heard of the cue, 
that there was something more than antimony at the last. 

Antimony there must have been, for you found itT — Tes. 

Tou were inclined to think that there most hare been some- 
thing more than antimony ; do 3rou mean to say that you lufe 
doubt or hesitation, or do you actually think itf — ^I think there 
was some powerful depressing poison besides antimony. The 
8ympt<»ns might be produced by aconite. 

Aconite is a narcotic t — It is a sedative rather; but it ii 
commonly described as a narcotic in books. It does not alwsp 
affect the brain by any means, which is the proper meaning 
of the word narcotic. 

The Lord Justice-Clerk — ^What are its effects? — ^Its effects 
are to lower the circulation especially, and produce a paraljBed 
condition of the muscles. The fatal result, I think, is general^ 
due to its effect upon the heart as a muscular m-gan. 

The Sgucttor-Genbral — Just mention the symptoms in Mn. 
Taylor's case which you think were such as aconite would hsTe 
produced. — ^I think her being found with her head fallen on 
her breast, hardly observed to breathe, her pulse almost if not 
absolutely imperceptible, and the dozing torpid state in which 
she was — 

The Lord Justice-Clerk — Coma, I suppose f — ^I am not sure 
if it was coma ; I rather think it was the t<Mpid condition of 
the brain from the lowered circulation. All these are such ss 
would have resulted from aconite. 

The SoLicrroR-GsNERAL — In short, they are the symptoms 
produced by the action of aconite 1 — ^Yes; but aconite, like most 
poisons, varies a little in the symptcMns it produces in different 
individuals. 

You heard the result of the analysis of the liquid in bottle 
No. 85 by Dr. Penny, and you yourself experimented with it 
upon rabbits ? — Yes ; we made a series of experiments. 

Do you corroborate what Dr. Penny said about the result of 
his experimental — ^Yes. 

Would the aconite and the antimony existing in that liquid 
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account for the symptoms under which Mrs. Taylor appeared dp. Doufflas 
to be labouring on the evening of the 24th and the morning of Maelagmn 
the 25th February? — ^That must depend upon the quantity 
which she took. What would represent over five or ten 
grains' of the tincture of aconite contained in it would do it. 
I say over five, because that has been indicated as a safe 
quantity of Fleming's Tincture to be given, though I do not 
tiiink it safe. 

Assuming aconite to have been taken, would you expect to 
have found it upon the chemical analysis which you made? — I 
might not; these organic poisons are very often not found, 
though they are known to have been taken. I refer to the 
whole class of alkaloids. 

Antimony passes pretty rapidly out of tihe system ? — ^Yes ; 
a good part of it passes pretty rapidly out of the system in 
vomiting and purging, and by the urine. 

And in that way the patient is weakened and ultimately 
destroyed? — ^Yes. 

Would the administration of opium in any way interfere with 
the symptoms exhibited by the person who had taken anti- 
mony? — It is possible it might make the tendency to vomit 
less, and also interfere with its effects upon the bowels. 

But would it, even in conjunction with opium, exercise a 
pernicious influence on the patient? — ^Tes; the depressing effect 
upon the muscular tissue would remain. 

Have you ever known a patient imder the combined influence 
of opium, aconite, and antimony? — No. 

But if these poisons — opium, aconite, and antimony — were 
administered so as to operate at the same time, are the symp- 
toms which Mrs. Taylor exhibited auch as your science would 
lead you to anticipate? — I think so, because the aconite, being 
the more powerful, would probably predominate. 

The post-mortem appearances were not such as to indicate 
apoplexy? — No. 

When a^tient dies of apoplexy, will a post-mortem examina- 
tion indicate that disease?— In most cases, but not invariably. 

And all you can say, therefore, is that the signs of apoplexy 
were not indicated by the appearances you saw? — ^That is all. 
But that is not absolutely conclusive. 

By most cases you mean the large majority of cases? — ^Tes. 

Are the exceptions very rare? — I have not met in my own 
practice, where I had an opportunity of making a post-mortem 
examination, any case where I did not find indications of 
apoplexy, but there are accounts of such cases. 

Was there anything in the symptoms which Mrs. Taylor 
manifested during life shortly before her death, or at any 
time before her death, which indicated apoplexy? — Certainly 
not. 

H 193 



Dn Pritchard. 

s Then, taking these appearanoee bef<Hre death and the pnt- 
mortem examination together, ie the idea of apopleij not 
factorily excluded in your judgment I — ^Tea. 

The LoBD Jusnca-CLKRK — ^That is to a&y, jou are satufied 
she did not die of apoplexy I — ^Tes. 

Was there anything in her ajrmptoma which, in your judg- 
ment, would have led any medical man to think oi apoplexy i-- 
Not if he heard the account given by Dr. Pateraon. 

I am not asking your opinion upon the accuracy of the 
evidence ; but, assuming it to be correct, would any man, sedsg 
what Dr. Paterson described, think of apoplexy as the caiuet— 
If I had seen what Dr. Paterson saw, I would not hare oonduded 
that it was apoplexy, and I do not think any other man would. 

The purport of the question is whether it is a thing about 
which there could have been any reasooable difference of 
opinion. Doctors do differ; and I wanted to know idietlier 
this was a matter about which there could be a difference of 
opinion among intelligent men? — ^I don't think ao. 

The Solicsttor-Gbniral — ^Did you taste the aconite in bottk 
No. 851— I did. 

Did it produce the sensation whidi aconite produces t — ^It did. 

Tou are acquainted with the tingling and benumbiag 
sensation % — ^Tes. 

Tou are not likely to mistake it I — ^I think not. 

Did that, irrespective of the experiments on the rabbita, 
satisfy you that ^ere was aconite th^el — I should certainly 
have inferred that, without any experiment up<m the rabbits. 

Without any doubt? — ^Yes. 

And the experiments upon the rabbits only went to confirm 
that?— Yes. 

Did you get that bottle brou^t to you by the c^cer Murr^r 
with the seal unbroken? — ^Tes. 

It is broken now. — ^I endeavoured to keep the seal as entire 
as possible. 

Has aconite any effect in paralysing a patient? — It doei 
produce paralysis of the muscles, and sometimes convulsions. 

You are acquainted with Battle/s Solution? — ^Yes; it is a 
very well-known medicine. 

I presume it is taken for all the purposes for which (^ium 
is used? — ^It is a form of <^ium. 

What is a common dose of it? — I believe it is stated by those 
who prepare it as being a third stronger than laudanum, but is 
practice I have not found it to be so. 

What would be a good dose for an old lady of seventy? — ^I 
would not give so much, perhaps, to an old lady as to a strong 
man. The medium dose ol laudanum is commonly stated to be 
twenty-five drops. 

The Lord Jushcr-Clrrx — ^That depends upon habit entirely 
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and upon the circunwtances of the case? — ^Tee; I would give Dr. Douffiai 
the patient a little less of Battley than of laudanum — about "*•>»«»» 
twenty drops or so. 

The SouciTOBrGsNBRAL — Generally speaking, it has the same 
effects as laudanum? — ^Tes. 

Croschexamined by Mr. Clark — ^Tou saw no indications of 
poisoning by opium in Mrs. Taylor's case? — No precise 
indications. 

It did not appear as if she had taken any opiimi? — I cannot 
say that she had not taken any, but I did not observe any 
symptoms which specially pointed to opium. 

Were the symptoms which you saw exclusively the symptoms 
of aconite, as you thought? — ^Well, it is very difficult to say; 
but I think aconite was the leading feature in the final part of 
the caee. 

Did the symptoms in the course of the illness, as described by 
Dr. Paterson, not indicate poison by opium or laudanum at 
all?— I think not. 

The Lord Justiob-Clbrx — ^Tou mean that you now think that 
they don't indicate poisoning by opium? — ^Yes. 

Mr. Clark — ^Are they inconsistent with poisoning by opium ? — 
I do not know that they are inconsistent with her having had 
opium ; but they are not consistent certainly with poisoning by 
opium, and with the ordinary symptoms. 

Then you could not say that she had not taken opium? — 
Certainly not. Only that the symptoms of aconite predominated. 

If she had taken opium alone, what would you have expected 
to find different from what you heard? — I would have expected 
to have found the pulse alow and fuU, and probably the breath- 
ing laborious and stertorous. 

But though these were absent, you cannot say that opium 
was not taken ? — No ; particularly if the person was accustomed 
to the use of opium. 

Dr. Paterson said her breathing was laborious ? — ^I think not ; 
my impression was that he stated her breathing was barely 
perceptible. 

[The Lord Justicb-Clbrk here read the notes he had taken 
of Dr. Paterson's evidence, from which it appeared that that 
^^tleman had used the expression that the breathing was 
laborious.] 

Mr. Clark — It seems, then, that her breathing was laborious. 
What did that indicate? — ^It indicated some narcotic poison. 

Keeping that symptom in view, what modification does that 
make upon your opinion? — Not much, because of the condition 
of the pulse, which shows the action of aconite upon the heart. 

Tou say it does not make much modification; does it make 
any? — I do not think it does. 

Tou indicated first that you understood it was easy, light 
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I breathingf — ^I indicated that Uie breathing was Tery f«ebie, 
but there I was wrong. 

Therefore not laborious f — ^Not in the common case. 

Is labcMioos breathing an indication of opium f — It is u 
indication oi many things besides opium. 

Did Dr. Paterson not also say that the breathing bectme 
stertorous f — ^I do not think so. 

You obseired that Dr. Paterson made use of the word oomal 
—Yes. 

Does that indicate opium t — Yes. 

Not aconite! — ^Not generally; but here it was more <^preasioD 
than true coma. 

Ilien you think that Dr. Paterson was wrong when lie 
described it as comaf — Coma is used by many peisoni to 
describe insensibility. 

Did Dr. Paterson use it scientifically f — ^Probably. 

But you pointed to the absence of coma as indicatire of 
poisoning by aconite f — ^I sp<^e of her being in a t<Mpid cod- 
ditioD, which I think was connected with the weakened state of 
the circulation, not frmn fulness of the brain. 

Now, in regard to the detection of organic poisons, you asj 
that aconite is one? — ^Yes. 

And it is not easily detected by chemical analysis! — ^It can 
be detected. 

By chemical analysis! — ^Not by chemical tests. 

Opitun is another yegetable poison! — ^Yes. 

¥^en it is given it is absorbed into the system! — ^Yes. 

And so a person may be poisoned by c^ium without snr 
traces of it remaining in the system! — In the stomach. 

But in the system! — ^I have not been able to find any in the 
system, though I hare made experiments f(M- that purpose. 

A person may be poisoned by opium without any trace remsin- 
ing in the stomach or system capable of being detected bj 
chemical analysis! — Certainly. 

Antimony, oi course, is a mineral poison ! — ^Yes. 

And it\s more easily detected!— Yes; all mineral poisons 
are known to be so. 

A person cannot be poisoned with antimony without tiie 
antimony being capable oi being detected in the system!— I 
am not quite sure that I would l^ prepared to say that. I csn 
only reason analogically, and I am not prepared to accede to 
that statement broadly, because I know that a person may be 
poisoned with arsenic without its being detected. 

Do you known any case in which there was poisoning by 
antimony without the antimony being found! — ^I cannot recollect 
of any such case. 

There was a rery large quantity of antimony found here in 
both cases! — The quantity was considerable. 
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But the expectation ifi that if a person ifi poisoned by anti- Dp. Donflrlas 
znony chemical analysis will detect the antimony? — ^Yes. 

It Lb poesible there may be an exception, but you have not 
yet known it 9 — ^It is possible. 

The pupils of Mrs. Taylor's eyes are mentioned as being 
contracted ? — Yes. 

Is that an indication of poisoning by opium? — Yes; but 
it occurs in aconite too. 

Is it a characteristic of poisoning by aconite? — It seems to 
have been observed in a considerable number of cases, but they 
vary a good deal in that respect. 

In short, I understand there is a question as to whether 
aconite does contract the pupils of the eyes? — There is a ques- 
tion ; but that seems to arise from people having observed the 
symptoms at different stages, and the probability is that con- 
traction had been produced first, and then relaxation at the 
time all the muscular parts become relaxed, viz., at the time of 
death. 

The Lord Justicb-Clsrx — ^You said that anything over five 
grains of Fleming's Tincture of Aconite would satisfactorily 
account for all the symptoms eizhibited by Mra Taylor? — I 
mean the fatal symptoms at the end of the case. 

Now, referring to bottle No. 85, how much of that liquid 
must she have taken in order to take equal to five grains of 
Fleming's Tincture? — If Dr. Penny's estimate be correct — and 
as I only made one experiment myself, I am not entitled to 
speak from my own knowledge — if his estimate be correct, that 
it contained from 5 to 10, say, 7 per cent., she would require 
to take 7, which is over 5, and that would give her 100 drops. 
I used the word *^ grains," though we don't measure such fluids 
by grains, because Dr. Penny used it in his estimate. It would 
be more correctly minims, which are measured drops. 

Must it be all taken at once to produce these effects? — 
Aconite might be given in divided doses, and it might not 
prove fatal, though the same quantity was taken, because the 
depressing effect of one dose might have gone off before the 
second dose was given. 

Then you are speaking of a single dose? — I am speaking of 
single doses. 

Mr. Clark — ^Aconite is applied externally in some cases, such 
as neuralgia? — Yes; there is a liniment in the Pharmacopoeia 
which is of about the same strength as Fleming's Tincture. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^Are 100 drops of Battley's Solution 
an unusual quantity for a person to take who has been in 
the habit of using it for a long time? — ^No, my lord; there are 
many opium eaters who would not thank you for 100 drops. 

I am speaking of a person who has been in the habit of 
taking it in moderation. Would 100 drops be too much for 
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flat such a person f — He could take 100 drop« quite well, if ia the 
^ habit of using it. 

Would 100 drops be a large quantity 1 — 100 drops would 
rather more than fill an average-nzed teaspoon. 

rD. Dr. HiNBT Duncan Littlbjohn, recalled, examined hj the 
' SouorroB-GENERAL — I am surgeon of the Edinburgh Police. I 
acted along with Professor Maclagan in making the poit-mortm 
examination of Mrs. Pritchard and Mrs. Taylor, and signed tk 
reports along with him. I concur in these reports as being 
true. 

Now, take the case of Mrs. Pritchard first. Does that report 
indicate in any way that the lady had been ill of gastric ferer 
at the time of her death? — ^It <k>e8 not. There is nothing to 
suggest it. 

Tou tock no part in making the chemical analysis f — I did 
not. 

But you hare seen the report of that analysis, and heard it 
read? — I have. 

Tou haye aJso heard the whole evidence in. this trial f — ^I haTe. 

Now, attending to the evidence respecting Mrs. Pritdiard'ft 
sympt(»ns during her illness^ from her return to Glasgow after 
Christmas down to the time of her death, what in your (^inioD 
was the cause of her death f — ^Antimony administered in smsU 
quantities, and continuously. 

Dp you mean from the commencement of the illness down 
to the time of the death f — ^Tee. 

The Lord Justtcb-Glbbk — ^That is from about Christmas-time 
tiU her death t— Yes. 

The Solicitob-Genbral — Supposing that to have been so, 
and that the poison was administered occasionally during all 
that time, the symptoms are exactly such as you should hare 
expected? — ^They are exactly such. 

Does any other way of accounting for these symptoms during 
that period occur to your mind as a medicsi manf — No; 1 
cannot account for them in any other way. 

That way entirely accounts for them ^--Entirely. 

And the chemical analysis is, of course, such as, upon the 
same supposition, you should have expected? — Quite. 

Tou €lIso heard the evidence regarding Mrs. Taylor's death— 
her illness before death, and such an account of her desUi ss 
we have had here? — ^I did. 

What opinion did you, as a medical man, form from the 
symptoms in her case as to the cause of her death? — I hsd 
greater difficulty. It seemed to me that she might possibly 
have died from a dose of antimony administered shortly before 
death, or else from some of the sedative narootic poisons. 

Have you any difficulty in her case in arriving at the opinion 
that she died from poison? — ^None whatever. 
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I understood that tke difficulty you alluded to ia as to the Dp. Henry D 
particular poison vhich killed her? — Clearly so. UttWohn 

Do you tiiink the eymptoins were mixed in her case — ^to some 
extent like the symptoms of narcotic poison, and to some extent 
like the symptomB ol antimony) — I am inclined to believe 
they were. 

Was there anything in her case to make you think that she 
died of apoplexy f — ^There was nothing to suggest that idea. 

Were any of the distinctive characteristics of apoplexy 
present at all! — Not to my knowledge. 

And the post-mortem examination did not indicate any such 
disease? — The post-mortem appearances did not. 

Do you recognise, in the symptoms which Mrs. Taylor 
exhibited prior to her death, the action of antimony 1 — In the 
failure of circulation I certainly do, and in the great depression 
and spasms. 

And in the state of insenaibility in which she wasf — ^Tes; in 
the later stages of antinnmial poisoning we have generally a 
state of insensibility. 

You heard one of the servants describe the sensations she 
felt on taking a bit of cheese on one occasion — a hot taste in 
her mouth like pepper, and a burning sensation in the throat. 
Do you form any opinion from that as to what might be in 
the cheese? — Not very decidedly. It suggests a large quantity 
of antimony, and it also suggests a strong dose of narcotic 
poison. 

The Lord Justiob-Clkre — ^It suggests many things? — ^Tes, 
my lord; many things besides cheese. 

The SoLicrroR-GiNBRAii — ^And in one of the servants it pro- 
duced violent sickness, lasting some hours. — ^That also is quite 
consistent with antimonial poisoning. 

Would antimony produce a burning sensation in the throat? 
— It woidd, in large quantities. 

I suppose you do not say that from actual experiment? — ^I 
do. I have tried it in pretty large quantity. The secondary 
effect is always felt in the throat. 

And did it produce a burning sensation? — ^It did. 

Tou also heard the account another servant gave of the 
effects following from some egg-flip she had swallowed. What 
do diese symptoms convey to your mind? — ^They point to scHne 
substance resembling antimony, if not antimony itself. 
Antimony would account for them. 

Does anything else occur to you at this moment that would 
do it? — ^Various other emetics. 

Can tartar emetic be readily beaten up with egg-flip? — With 
great facility. 

Rather a convenient medium for admvnistering it? — ^Tes; it 
dissdves readily. 
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Br. Itonry D. b it poasibk to oonyey antimoDj into the egg-flip in hd 
Utanj€im sugar T — ^Antimony itself can be obtained in lump. 

But could you put tartar emetic into the sugar in goffickst 
quantity to produce sicknesfif — It ia quite possible, by dastiBg 
it on. The sugar, being porous, would take up & quantity. 

It is a white powder 9— It is; resembling powdered sugar. 

If it was proposed not to kill by a dose, but to keep up the 
illness, a sufficient dose could be given in a lump of sugar f— 
Quite easily. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clark — ^Do I understand you to asj 
that if two pieces of sugar were put into a cup of egg-flip, 
enough of antimony can be conveyed by dusting over the 
sugar with tartar emetic — so that a teaspoonf id of the ^gg^ 
could produce the effects mentioned t — ^It is quite possible. 
Egg-flip being a thick mucous substance, it would sustam 
mechanically a considerable quantity. Tou observe I am not 
speaking of the egg alone, but of the beat^up egg with hot water 
poured upon it. 

Suppose egg-flip is made in the ordinary manner, can yoa 
convey into die cup as much antimony upon two pieces of 
sugar as, taking a spoonful of the liquid, would produce the 
effect you have heard? — I think it is quite possible. 

Have you made any experiments to try itf — I have made no 
direct experiments to try it. 

Have you nuide any indirect experiments) — ^I have not. 

You have made no experiments at all? — We doctors are con- 
tinually making experiments. 

But I mean experiments for this purpose! — I have made no 
experiments witli direct reference to this case. 

Then this is mere theory Y — Grounded on my experience of 
this drug. 

Without knowing the quantity of hot water that was poured 
upon the egg-flip, or the extent to which the egg and water 
were mixed together, you say that it is possible that as much 
tartar «netic could be put upon two liunps of sugar as would 
produce t^e effects referred to? — I think it is quite possible. I 
may say that I am intimately acquainted with tartar emetic, and 
I hold I am entitled to answer the question the way I have done. 

Tou say that Mrs. Taylor indicated poisoning by antimony 
and some other narcotic poisoning T — I said '' or" some other. 

Is opium included in sedative narcotic poisons? — ^It is not 

Do you mean to say that opium is not a sedative narcotic 
poison? — I do not regard it as such. 

Is it not a narcotic? — It is. 

And sedative? — It is not. I regard aconite as a sedatire 
narcotic. 

There was nothing in the symptoms inconsistent with her 
having taking opium? — Nothing. 
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You are inclined to the opinion that, besides opium, there Dp. Henry I 

.- AT Liiiiejonn 

waa Bome other pouson? — I am. 

The Lord Justiob-Glbork — ^There is nothing impoesible in Mrs. 
Taylor having taken opium, and that contributing to produce 
the symptoma? — ^That is so. 

Dr. Jambs Patbbson, recalled, examined by the Soucttor- pJj^iSn* 
Gbnbral — ^Dr. Paterson, you heard the evidence in this case 
regarding the illness of the two ladies, and the symptoms) — I have. 

Ai« you able to say, from the evidence, whether the impres- 
sion you formed regarding Mrs. Pritchard was confirmed or 
contradicted? — In my opinion it has been very well confirmed, 
so far as regards poisoning from antimony. 

Are you well acquainted, from your professional experience, 
with the action of antimony? — I have seen a good deal of it 
from the thirty years' experience I have had, both in external 
and internal use. 

Have you seen it kill? — I have. 

More than once ? — I have seen two cases of children that were 
poisoned by having it accidentally administered to them by 
their parents. 

These were the only cases of death from antimony? — ^Tes. 

Are all the symptoms which you heard described in the case 
of Mrs. Pritchard such as would be produced by antimony? — 
Yes ; in what is called chronic poisoning by small and repeated 
doses. 

Tou include the whole symptoms from the beginning of the 
illness, soon after Christmas, down to the time of her death ? — 
As far as I can judge from the general description, I certainly 
consider that there was antimony administered during the 
greater part of that time. 

Her appearance when you saw her in February entirely 
accorded with that? — Yes. 

Her appearance was just such as you would have expected in 
a person who had been the victim of chronic poisoning by 
antimony ? — Yes. 

And the symptoms down to her death were also such as 
would be so produced? — I certainly think so. That is my 
decided conviction. 

As a medical man, from the evidence as to the illness, the 
post-mortem examination, and the chemical analysis, do you 
think that she was killed by poisoning by antimony? — ^That 
is my decided opinion. 

What is your impression as to Mrs. Taylor's death? — My 
impression is that her death was caused by opium ; but there 
might have been some other narcotic combined unknown to me. 

Would aconite in combination with opium account for the 
symptoms you saw? — It would certainly contribute to the effect, 
and hurry the termination. 
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Dr. Jamas Would these two in combination well account for the sjmp- 
PftUnoB toms you saw? — It never entered into my brain to tappOR 
such a oombination. 

I suggest it to you nowt — I believe it would. 

Tou have not in your practice seen any person poisoDed bj 
a oombination of aconite and opium! — Not to my knowledge. 
I have seen them poisoned by opium. 

Do you know experimentally or only from study the actioD 
of aconite? — I tasted aconite just last week to determine itt 
qualities. 

Tou mean the effect of it 9 — ^Tes ; of course I was very caatiooi 
in regard to the dose ; I applied it to my tongue. 

And what sensation did it produce! — In less than a minote 
there was an increased flow of saliva. This was immediately 
followed by a strong tingling sensation, accompanied by nnmih 
ness; and I felt the effects of it for at least four hoars 
afterwards. 

You made such an acquaintance with the taste of it as would 
ensure your knowing it again! — Certainly; I will never foifec 
it while I live. 

Attending now to the history of Mrs. Taylor's case, together 
with what you saw of it yourself, do you think that any of the 
effects of antimony were exhibited by her! — ^I had not the 
slightest suspicion of antimony in any shape or form when I 
saw her. 

Was what you saw inconsistent with antimony! — ^The narcotic 
effect was such by the time I saw her that I do not believe I 
could recognise the effect of antimony. 

The narcotic effect would overpower the other! — Yes. 

Would such a poison as laudanum interfere with the emetic 
effect of antimony! — I believe it would. 

And also with its effect upon the bowels ! — ^I think so. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clabk — ^Was there stertorous breath- 
ing in Mrs. Taylor! — ^Latterly, there was what is called 
stertorous breathing, but I would rather describe it as oppressed 
breathing. 

The Loan Justicb-Clbre — ^What do you mean by "latterly'*! 
— After she had the collapse after the first reaction. 

Mr. Clark — ^You call it oppressed, but it is also called 
stertorous breathing or snoring!— Yes. 

Snoring and stertorous breathing mean the same thing! — 
They do. 

Re-examined by the SouGrrOB-GmiRAir^In describing Mrs. 
Taylor's condition when you were examined' before, you used the 
word coma! — ^Yes ; I did. 

What did you mean by the word! — It signifies insensibility — 
especially under opium. 
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And you were under the impression that it was opium alone? Dr.. 
— My impression was that it was opium alone, or some of its ^ 
preparations ; it might be morphia. 

The Lord Justicb-Clebk — ^I would like to know before you go 
what your opinion is now, after hearing the whole evidence, as 
to the cause of Mrs. Taylor's death f — It strikes me that she 
died from the effects of the narcotic. 

You mean the opium f — Yes ; that is my opinion. 

You think, then, that she had taken so much opium as to 
kill her, without the presence of any other poison 1 — ^That is my 
own impression. 

The SoucnoB-GBNBRAL — ^Would your lordship ask him if he 
means that she had no antimony or aconite? 

The LoBD Justicb-Clbrk — ^You are aware that there was a 
large quantity of antimony found in the body of Mrs. Taylor? — 
I understand that now, but I did not understand that at the 
time. 

I hope you understand me. You have heard all the evidence 
which discloses the presence of antimony in Mrs. Taylor's 
body, and after having heard it, I want you to tell me 
what you now think was the cause of Mrs. Taylor's death? — 
I believe her death wa« occasioned by a combination of these 
two medicines — the antimony and the opium. A less dose 
of opium would have a greater effect, seeing that the body was 
previously under the influence of antimony. 

A smaller dose of opium would have a fatal effect in con- 
sequence of the condition of the body, produced by antimony? — 
I certainly think so. 

Suppose that the opium which Mrs. Taylor took had upwards 
of 5 per cent, of Fleming's Tincture of Aconite combined with 
it, what do you say then? — ^The effect would be much more 
rapid, certainly. 

And more likely to be fatal? — Certainly. 

25. Hugh Obr, examined by Mr. Crichton — ^I am agent for Hutf 
the City ol Glasgow Bank in the Charing Cross Branch, Glasgow. 

Dr. Pritchard kept an account at our branch. His account was 
overdrawn £62 lis. lid. on 20th March last. [Shown No. 
101.] That is his bank pass-book. It was overdrawn on 9th 
January to the extent of £114. That was apparently being 
gradually reduced till 20th March, when it had been reduced 
to the sum already stated. 

26. MiCHABL Balicain, examined by Mr. Crichton — I am M. B 
assistant manager of the Clydesdale Banking Company, Glasgow. 

Dr. Pritchard had an account at our bank. [Shown pass-book 
No. 100.] On 20th March his account was overdrawn £131 
12s. 4d. He was 28. 4d. overdrawn in the beginning of 
November, and between that date and December he gradually 
overdrew the balance in three diff^^nt sums. 
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w.finUy 27. William Finlat, examined hy Mr, Cricbtox—I m 
secretary to the Scottish Equitable Life A^uraooe Societj, 
Edinburgh. Dr. Pritchard's life was inaured in our offiee in 
two policies for £1500. He had got several advances oo thse 
policies, amounting to £255 in all. The last was £35 oo 15tik 
May, 1864. Hie one policy was issued in July, 1851, aod tJu 
other in December, 1851. 
David J. 28. David Johnston Macbraib, examined by Mr. Giptobd— 
Maebpatp j ^^^ ^ Solicitor before the Supreme Courts in Edinburgh, and 
am one of the testamentary trustees of the late David Cowtn, 
of Portsmouth, He was a brother of Mrs. Taylor. Tlie tnin 
funds which we administered under Mr. Cowan's will amounted 
to £3000. They were held for Mrs. Taylor's behoof, exclium 
of her husband's jus marUi. The whole sum was at Mtl 
Taylor's disposal. It was invested in railway debentures, and 
she got the interest. She was entitled to the capital when she 
pleased. She applied for a portion of the oapital about two 
months before June, 1864. She said she desired to give 
£500 of the money to Dr. Pritchard, her son-in-law, as he hsd 
either purchased or was going to purchase a house. Hie 
trustees agreed that she should get it, but not till after some 
time. She got up that £500 in June, 1864. The money wai 
paid to herself, and she handed it to Dr. Pritchard. I 
attended a meeting held after Mrs. Taylor's funeral. [Shown 
No. 149.] That is the minute of that meeting. It is in mj 
handwriting, except the preamble. The docquet at the end is is 
my handwriting. That is a correct representatioD of what todL 
place at the meeting. It is subscribed by the trustees present, 
including Dr. Pritehard. The last part of the minute ii 
to the following effect : — '' Dr. Pritohard further stated that the 
£500 above mentioned had been given to him by the deceased 
in July last, subject to no condition; but he expressed his 
willingness to have it secured over the property, which it wm 
applied in part purchase of, for the benefit of Mrs. Pritchard 
and family." That took place after the trustees had rather 
urged it on Dr. Pritchard. [Shown No. 81.] That is an 
extract of the will of Mrs. Taylor. It is dated 5th September, 
1855. It provides, inter alia^ that the trustees ** shall divide 
and apply the free residue, to the extent of one-third part 
thereof, to my son Michael Waistoll Taylor, presently residing 
in Penrith; and they shall invest in such way and manner, 
and in such securities or security of such kind as to them shall 
seem best, the other two-third parts, and pay the interest or 
annual produce thereof to my daughter, Mary Jane Taylor or 
Pritchard, spouse of Edward William Pritchard, surgeon in 
Hunmanby, and that upon her own receipt as alimentary to 
her, and exclusive of the jus mariti and right of administration 
of her husband; and, in the event of her predeceasing her 
husband, the said interest or annual produce to be paid to him 
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for ihe benefit of such of the children of my said daughter 2^]^^ 
who may be under twenty-one years of age, and upon their ■*•**■' 
attaining that age, for his own use as he may consider proper." 
I have no means of knowing if Dr. Pritchard knew the contents 
of that will. It was produced at the meeting at which he was 
present after Mrs. Taylor's funeral. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Watson — ^Mrs. Taylor showed great 
anxiety to accommodate the prisoner with the £500. At the 
meeting after her death. Dr. Cowan said he understood Dr. 
Pritchard was to give a bond over the house. Dr. Pritchard 
said he had come under no such obligation ; but he showed no 
unwillingness to do so. I thought he behaved exceedingly well 
in the matter. 

29. David Tatlob Auuandbr, examined by Mr. Giffobd — David Taylor 
I am a writer in Glasgow. I acted as agent for the prisoner Alexander 
in purchasing a dwelling-house at Whitsunday, 1864. The price 

was £2000. I carried through the transaction. £1600 was 
borrowed on security of the property, and the balance of £400 
was handed to me by Dr. Pritchard. I understood he had 
got it from Mrs. Taylor, his mother-in-law. The transaction 
was settled on 9th July, 1864, when the money was paid over. 

Dr. Jambs Moffat Cowan, recalled, examined by Mr. Cbichton Dp. James M. 
— I know the handwriting of the late Mrs. Taylor. [Shown Nos. ^owan 
22, 23, 25, 26, 27, and 28.] These lettera are aU in Mrs. 
Taylor's handwriting. [Shown Nos. 19, 20, and 82.] These 
are three diaries, all in Dr. Pritchard's handwriting. I am quite 
familiar with his handwriting. In No. 19, under date 7th 
February, 1865, there is an entry, " Dr. J. M. C. here," and on 
Wednesday, 8th Februaiy, "Dr. J. M. C. left. Dr. Gairdner." 
''J. M. C." are my initials. On 9th February there is an 
entry, "Dr. Gairdner." 

30. Abchibald Cakpbbll Wblls, examined by Mr. Giffobd — a. c. Wells 
I am a salesman in the employment of Burton & Henderson, 
Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow. [Shown No. 113.] This is the 

scroll day-book kept by them. Under date Monday, 13th 
February, there is an entry, " Dr. Pritchard — ^3 lb. sugar, 4d. ; 
^ lb. tapioca, 8d." The entry is in my handwriting. I have 
no recollection of selling these things; but I have no doubt I 
furnished them for him. The prisoner was a customer of 
Burton k Henderson. Sometimes one of the servants came to 
the shop, and sometimes another. 

31. John Hbndbbson, examined by Mr. Giffobd— I am a j, HendePMi 
grocer in Glasgow, and a partner of the firm of Burton dc 
Henderson. [Shown No. 95.] I sold this tapioca to John 
Murray, sheriff-officer. I attached a label to it in his presence^ 

and signed it. I had got a stock of tapioca in the end of 1864, 
from which I had been selling early in 1865. The tapioca 
which I gave to Murray was of the same stock. 
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John ■*MUlan 32. John M'Millan, examined by Mr. Gdtord — I am an 
asBiatant to Murdoch Brothers, chemists, Glasgow. I knew 
Mary M'Leod as a servant of Dr. Pritchard's by sight. In 
February last she brought a bottle of the capacity of five ounces 
to be filled with Battley's Solution. It was on a day betwe^ 
16th and 28th February last. [Shown No. 85.] This is Uke 
the bottle in every respect. It had a label on it when she 
brought it, but I am not sure whether it was our label or 
Duncan k Flockhart's. I filled it with Battley's Solution for 
her, and she paid 8s. 4d. for it. We got our Battley's Solution 
from Barron, Harvey, Beckett k Simpson, Giltapur Street, 
London. Our last invoice of Battley's Solution received from 
them before that was dated 13th December, 1864. I supplied 
Mary M'Leod from the shop bottle. I cannot be certain if the 
shop bottle was filled out of the Battley we had got on 13th 
December; but if it was not part of that supply, it was part 
of a previous supply which we got on 7th May. [Shown No. 
142.] I remember filling that half -ounce phial with Battley's 
Solution for Dr. Penny. I took it from the Union Street 
stock, which I have reason to believe was the stock of May, 
1864. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clark — I remember filling the larger 
of these two bottles for an old lady some months before that. 
She told me to cork it well, as she had lost some of it the time 
before, in the train, by the cork coming out. She did not say 
she was going by the train when she asked me to fill this bottle. 

R.B.Bappoii 33. Richard Bankbs Barron, examined by Mr. Gifford-— 
I am a partner of Barron, Harvey, Beckett k Simpson, druggists, 
London. Murdoch Brothers, Glasgow, are customers. We 
have supplied them with Battley's Solution. We sent them a 
supply on 13th December, 1864, and 7th May, 1864. We got 
that Battley from the proprietors of the receipt, Battley k 
Watts. The two quantities we sent to Murdoch Brothers were 
got from Battley k Watts the days the orders came. It is a 
private receipt which has been used for many years. We get 
it in sealed bottles. Murdoch Brothers ordered 6-lb. bottles, 
and that was the reason we got it direct from Battley k Watts. 
The bottles were securely sealed and corked. It was not 
opened on our premises; we were merely agents for it; and 
we sent it to Murdoch Brothers as we got it from Battley k 
Watts. 

w.M. Watts 34. William Manning Watts, examined by Mr. Gdtord — 
I am sole partner of the firm of Battley k Watts, wholesale 
druggists, London. I am proprietor of the receipt for manu- 
facturing Battley's Solution, and I make it from that receipt, 
and sell it. It is a watery solution of opium. It contains no 
antimony or aconite — nothing but opium. It is sold in glass 
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bottles, which hold from 1 ounce to 50 lb. Each bottle when w. M. Watts 
sold is sealed and labelled. 

Can you tell me the ingredients of it? — I think I must decline 
to do that. 

The Lord Justics-Clbrk — But there is neither antimony nor 
aconite, nor any poisonous ingredient in it, except opium 1- — 
Quite so. 

By Mr. Gifford— We have sold some of it to Messrs. Barron, 
Harvey, Beckett k Simpson. 

Albxandbr M'Call, recalled, examined by Mr. Crichton — Alex. M'Call 
[Shown Nos. 139, UO, 141, and 144]— I found No. 139, a black 
porter bottle, in the consulting-room. It was empty. No. 140, 
two pasteboard boxes ; No. 141, a small wooden box ; and No. 
144, were all found in the consulting-room. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Clark — ^These were all found in the 
unlocked press, with the exception of the black bottle, which 
was found in the locked press. 

By Mr. Crichtok — ^These were delivered to Dr. Penny in the 
same state in which I found them. 

Dr. Frbdbrick Pbnkt, recalled, re-cross-examined by Mr. Dp. F.Penny 
Clark — [Shown No. 13]— That is the prescription which Dr. 
Paterson read yesterday t — ^Yes. 

Just tell me what it contains. — Chlorodyne, 10 minims; 
solution of morphia, 30 minims ; ipecacuanha wine, 30 minims ; 
cinnamon water, 1 ounce. 

Could that prescription have been made up from the articles 
which you analysed, and which you obtained from Mr. M'Call? — 
Certainly not. 

There was nothing of that kind amongst them? — No. 

You analysed all that you got? — ^Yes. 

There was neither chlorodyne nor any of the other articles 
mentioned in the prescription given to you by Mr. M'Call? — No. 

Dbclabationb of thh Pribonbr. — ^The Clerk of Court then 
read the following declarations which had been emitted by the 
prisoner: — 

No. I. 

At Glasgow, the twenty-second day of March, eighteen 

hundred and sixty-five years. 
In presence of Sir Archibald Alison, Baronet, 

Advocate, Sheriff of Lanarkshire. 

Compeared a prisoner, who, being judicially admonished and 
examined, declares and says — My name is Edward William 
Pritchard. I am a native of Southsea, Hampshire, forty years 
of age, a doctor of medicine, member of the Royal CoUege of 
Surgeons in London, and I reside at No. 131 Bauchiehall Street, 
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Glasgow ; and the charge of having caused the death of hit wife, 
Mary Jane Taylor or Pritchard, by feloniously administerifig 
poison to her, having been read over to him. Declares — ^1 hftve 
always attended my wife in all her ailments of every kind duziag 
the whole period of our married lives, now fifteen years, aod 
some of these illnesses were very severe, but I never saw her 
so ill as she was on this occasion which terminated fatally. As 
far as my judgment goes, her last illness was gastric fever, wfakh 
conunenced about the beginning of the present year. 

I gave my wife no medicines during her illness, exoeptiog 
wine, champagne, and brandy to support her strengA ; and 1 
gave her no medicine myself at all. I trusted to nature to 
right itself, with the assistance of those restoratives. During 
the last six weeks her power of sleeping entirely went awaj. 
In order to procure sleep I gave her, at the commencemeot of 
her sleeplessness, a small quantity of chloroform, but it entirelj 
disagreed with her, and I discontinued it. I then called in Dr. 
Gairdner, professor of medicine in the University, and he visited 
and saw her several times, and he continued to attend her till 
her old medical friend, who had attended her before our marriage, 
Dr. James Moffat Cowan, returned, and he came from Edin- 
burgh to see her. 

I then wrote to her mother to come to nurse her, and she 
arrived about the 11th of February last, and her arrival had t 
beneficial effect upon Mrs. Pritcbaid for some time, but stiQ the 
sleeplessness continued; and shortly after her mother^s death, 
which happened on the 25th of February, she relapsed and 
became much worse, and very apprehensive about herself, and 
she suggested to me the adoption of a medicine with which her 
mother was very familiar, Battley's Solution of Opium, but 1 
declined to give her any without first consulting with Dr. 
James Paterson, who lived closed by. I saw him and consulted 
him, but he did not see Mrs. Pritchard on that occasion, and 
he did not approve of using the solution of opium. He pre- 
scribed granulated citrate of magnesia, calomel, mercury, and 
chalk, and I acted upon his advice and administered the medicine, 
and it seemed to have a beneficial effect. 

Some time after, finding her sleeplessness still continued, I, 
at her own suggestion, applied a solution of atropine to the 
external parts around the eye, and it had a little effect for some 
time; but the effects soon ceased. After her mother's death 
she became rapidly worse ; indeed, I ascribed her decease to 
the agitation consequent on her mother's decease. At the time 
of the last event, she was strongly impressed with the idea that 
she herself would die at the same time as her mother, and, in 
fact, she did die on a subsequent day at exactly the same hour. 

On the night preceding her death she was apprehensive that 
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unless she got sleep she should not get through the night. I 
went for Dr. Paterson, who came immediately, and sat for a 
considerable time by the bedside, and afterwards dictated a 
prescription, which was made up at the Glasgow Apothecary 
Ck>mpany's shop at Elmbank Street. The prescription will be 
found in my desk at home. It was for two draughts, one to 
be given four hours after the first if it did not succeed. 

She got the first draught as prescribed by Dr. Paterson about 
ten o'clock, but she said after drinking mat it was not half 
strong enough, and asked if she might have some of her mother's 
medicine. 

I refused to give it her, and said I dare not do it. 
I gave her a glass of port wine, and sat carefully watching 
for a short time. I then went downstairs and had supper; 
and, after being absent for some time, returned to see whether 
she had got sleep. I found her awake, and she wished me 
to give her something to make her sleep. I refused; and 
she then asked me to come to bed, as I must be tired with the 
weary nights of watching. It was then about twelve o'clock. 
I tried to persuade her that I should remain up to watch her 
till past the time that her mother had died ; but to please her 
I got into bed, and almost immediately I fell asleep from the 
state of exhaustion I was in. I was awoke by her pulling at 
my beard, and found my wife struggling to get into bed. 

She appeared to have got out of bed. She said, " Edward, 
I am faint." I assisted her into bed, and asked her how long 
I had been asleep ; but she answered, " Don't speak — ^look 1 do 
you see my mother ? " I said, " No ; it is only a vision, only 
imagination," and asked if she had any pain. She said she 
felt cold, and that I need try no more skill, that I had failed this 
time, and that she was going to her mother. I got alarmed, 
and rang the bell violently, and the youngest servant came. I 
desired her to make a mustard plaater as quickly as she could ; 
and on that my wife turned round and said, " Edward, I'm in 
my senses, mustard plasters will do no good " ; and almost im- 
mediately she fell back in my arms and died. The servant 
came with a mustard plaster and found her in that position. 

I did not give her any other medicine at that time except 
a little brandy applied to her lips. 

During the whole course of her illness I never gave her any 
antimony nor any medicine in which there was any preparation 
of antimony. Antimony is a poison ; but it is used occasionally 
to subdue inflammation, and I applied it to her neck in October 
last, when she was plagued with a swelling of a gland in the 
neck. I rubbed it in externally on that occasion, and I have 
never given her any antimony since. 

On that occasion I recommended change of air, and I gave 
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her a little bottle of antimony with her for the same puipo* 
of rubbing in behind the ear. She went to Edinboi^ at tbit 
time, and she returned to Glasgow very much better, and I 
hare nerer seen the bottle of antimony since she got it vrnj 
with her. 

There was a considerable quantity of antimony in mj repoi- 
tories at the time of my wife's last illness, as I used it a- 
tensively in my practice, and the antimony was kept in s aq>- 
board, of which I hare the key, but which was not shrtji 
locked. I did not see any of it brought oat» or lying sbook, 
during her illness. 

The cupboard where tEe antimony was is in the oonsnUisg- 
room on the ground flat, and she was so weak on the dsj of 
her death — Saturday — and on the Friday preceding, that I do 
not think she had strength to haye gone to that cnpbotid 
herself. My wife took the antimony internally on one ooeasiM 
when she had a tendency to inflammation of the ey^ds. Hui 
was years ago, and I never knew her to use it internally enept 
on this occasion. I never administered antimony interaa]^ 
to her on any occasion, nor any other substance ^miM^ to 
injure or destroy life. All which I declare to be truth. 

Edward William Pbiighaid. 

A. Alison. 

Jno. Gbooblu 

P. MOBTON. 

BsBNABD m^^AucnLiir. 

No. n. 

At Glasgow, and within the North Prison there, os 
the twenty-first day of April, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-five years. 

In presence of Sir Archibald Alison, Baronet^ Advocsfte, 
Sheriff of Lanarkshire. 

Compeared Edward William Pritchard, presently a prisoner 
in the prison of Glasgow, and the previous declaration, emitted 
by him upon the twenty-second day of March last in presence 
of the said Sheriff, wEich \b now docqueted and subscribed at 
relative hereto, having been read over to him, and, he being 
again judicially admonished and examined, declares and sajt— 
I am entirely innocent of the charge referred to in said previoui 
declaration, and I wish to add that to what is contained therem 
— ^as far as my memory goes, the declaration now read oonveji 
correctly what I then said, and I adhere to the whole statementi 
therein contained ; and tEe charge of having, on several or one 
or nM>re occasions between the tenth and twenty-fifth days of 
February, 1865, within his dwelling-house in Sauchiehall Stieet» 
no 
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Glasgow, wickedly and feloniously administered, or caused to 
be administered, to Jane Cowan or Taylor, now deceased, several 
or one or more doses of tartarised antimony, or other poison 
unknown, in some article or articles of drink or food, or in some 
other manner unknown, in consequence whereof the said Jane 
Cowan or Taylor died, and was thus murdered by him, having 
been read over to him, and he being judicially admonished and 
examined by the Sheriff examinator. Declares — I elect to make 
a voluntary statement in reference to the said last-mentioned 
charge, and I now declare I was no way accessory to Mrs. 
Taylor's death. I never administered poison to her. I did 
and do believe that she died from paralysis and apoplexy. I 
have no further statement to make, and by the aidvice of my 
agent, will make none, with the exception that I am entirely 
innocent of the charge preferred against me. Being asked by 
the procurator-fiscal whether he ever administered, or caused 
to be administered, tartarised antimony to the said Jane Cowan 
or Taylor, Declares — my agent recommended me to say nothing 
farther, and I decline to answer the question put, and as I act 
under my agent's advice, it is unnecessary to put any further 
questions. All which I declare to be truth. 

Edwabd William Pbitchabd. 

A. Alison. 

Jno. Guqcbll. 

Rob. Wilson. 

BbRNARD MliAUCHLIN. 

The SoLicrroR-GiNERAL then intimated that this closed the 
case for the Crown. 

It being now nearly six o'clock, 

Mr. O^BK suggested that the Court should adjourn till 
to-morrow, when the evidence for the defence would be led. 

The Lord Justios-Clbrk said he would like first to have an 
idea of how long the case was likely to last. 

Mr. Clabx said that so far as the defence was concerned, he 
expected that the speeches of counsel might be concluded to- 
morrow (Thursday), as he did not anticipate that the evidence 
for the panel would extend beyond one o'clock. 

The Lord Justici-Clsrx remarked that in that case the Court 
would adjourn till Thursday morning at ten o'clock, and, 
addressing the jury, his lordship said— Gentlemen of the jury, 
you understand that you have not heard any part of the case 
for the defence ; therefore I need hardly tell you that it is in 
vain in the meantime to form any opinion on the case for the 
Crown. 

The Court adjourned at a quarter to six o'clock. 
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Fourth Day— Thursday, 6th July, i8(^ 

The Court met at ten o'clock. 

Evidence for the Defence. 

n^lL W 1. Dr. MiCHAK. Waistbll Taylor, examined bj Mr. Watsos— 
**^"* I am a doctor of medicine, and reside in Penrith. I am a 
hrother of the late Mrs. Pritchard, and son of Mrs. Tajlor. 
I was in Glasgow two days after my mother's death. I bid 
not been there for a year or two before, and had not seen mj 
sister during that period. I had some conversation with lier 
on that occasion. She told me that Dr. Gairdner had visited 
her some time before. She said that she did not think she 
would like him to see her again. I urged her to do so, if 
Dr. Gairdner was a personal friend of my own, and I was sore 
would pay her every attention ; she, however, had s<Hne prejudks 
against him. She said she would rather not see him again, 
but some other doctor. She gave me to understand that sudi 
an intimation had, at her own request, been given to Dr. 
Gairdner. I strongly urged upon my sister that it was de- 
sirable to have the assistance of a nurse, as there seemed to be 
no competent person about the house to fulfil that duty — no one 
but a young girl and a servant who had come recently. Mj 
sister made objection to it on the ground that it would create 
some confusion in the house, and that she did not like strangen 
about her. I was in Glasgow on 27th February for about an 
hour on the day my mother's remains were conveyed to Edin- 
burgh. I saw my sister on that occasion, but had no particular 
conversation with her. I saw her again the following day, and 
was in Glasgow for three or four hours. It was on the second 
occasion that I had this conversation with her. [Shown No. 
32 of Crown productions.] 

[Reads from letter, Mrs. Pritchard to Dr. Pritchard, com- 
mencing " 1 Lauder Road, Edinburgh. My Dear Edward," and 
subscribed " Ever your Minnie."] " Kenny and I arrired 
safely yesterday. Grand P. and G. M. along with Fanny and 
Aili were waiting for us. To-day has been fine, but I hsTe 
not been out. I feel better, but no appetite. I suppose it 
will come." 

That is the late Mrs. Pritchard's handwriting fShoim 
No. 34.] 
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[Reads from letter, Mrs. Prit chard to Dr. Pritchard, com- Dr. IL W. 
mencing "1 Lauder Road, Edinburgh. My Dear Ted," and ''■^*®' 
ending " Ever Dear Ted, your Minnie." Found in an envelope 
bearing Edinburgh and Glasgow post-marks of 28th November, 
1864.] ''I am very vexed to hear that Dear Horace is ill. 
Had he taken anything to disagree with him when he was outf 
Your message by telegraph relieved me much. . . . Miss 
Moffat was mistaken when she said that I had been out to a 
party. Grandmanmia and grandpapa were at Mrs. John 
Moffat's, but I was sitting quietly at home. They wished me 
to go but I did not feel well enough. I have been out two or 
three times, once to get under woollen clothing, which has kept 
me much warmer and more comfortable. Yesterday I went 
with grandma to hear Spurgeon preach — an immense number 
of people. I have made no calls yet except to Miss Bain, as 
I had promised to go the first time I was out. . . . Grand- 
mamma is better. She sends her love to you, and thinks I 
have improved very much since I came here. My eyes are 
much better." 

This is also her handwriting. 

Cross-examined by the Solicitor-Gekbral — ^Mrs. Pritchard 
was my only sister. She and I were the only two children of 
our parents. 

2. John Simpson, examined by Mr. Watson — I am one of the Jt! 
partners of Duncan, Flockhart, k Co., chemists and druggists, 
Edinburgh. I personally attend to the business at our premises 
at Nort£ Bridge. We carry on a very extensive dispensing 
trade. I have been eleven and a half years engaged in that 
shop. I recollect seeing the prisoner in Glasgow about four 
years ago. Shortly after that some purchases were made in 
his name at our shop in Edinburgh of Battley's Sedative Solu- 
tion. Some person came to the shop with a bottle and paper 
instructing us to fill the bottle for Dr. Pritchard. [Shown No. 
85.] That is very like the bottle which was brought. I had no 
personal oommunication with Dr. Fritohard on that occasion. 
[Shown No. 52 of the Crown list of witnesses, Jamee Thomson, 
commission agents Edinburgh.] That is the person who came 
to our shop with the botile for the Battley's Solution. About 
7s. 6d. was charged for it. It would have been charged higher 
for any other person than a doctor. The bottle was frequently 
sent back to be filled. It was first brought about four years 
ago, and frequently after that down to the beginning of the 
present year. The bottle macle its appearance very regularly ; 
I could not say if it came more frequently at the end of the 
period. I could not say how often it came — ^we have such a 
large business, and there are so many people in the shop. I 
know Fleming's Tincture of Aconite. We dispense it m our 
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retail trade. In the course of a year we dispense not Urn tkin 
half a gallon, or eightj ounces. I have Terj frequent^ made 
up prescriptions of half an ounce in a mixture. I would vl 
consider it at all unusual if a medical man were to get n 
ounce at a time from us. 

Cross-examined fay the SouorroB-GsirBBAii — ^We got ow 
Battley's Solution dhrect from the manufactory in Londoo. 
There is no antimony or aconite in the Battley we selL It 
is quite impossible tiiey could get into it aocidentaDy in oar 
premises. We keep it in a separate plaoe^ I know di» 
Glasgow Apothecaries' Company. That is a large estaUi^ 
ment, and very well known in Glasgow. It has two brancbes— 
the one at Sauchiehall Street, and the other in Union Street 
They are both large estaClishments. 

To the Lord Justici-Clbbk — ^The half -ounce of aconite whidi 
I frequently made up was for a medicine, and it would be t 
fourth of the entire mixture. Such a mixture is chiefly oeed 
in heart disease. Ei^t drops is the usual dose of such a 
mixture ; that is equal to two drops of Fleming's Tincture of 
Aconite. 

T, fairsrieve 3. Thomas Faiborieyb, examined by Mr. Watsok — I am t 
chemist and druggist at 46 Clerk Street, Edinburgh. I knew 
the late Mrs. Taylor. She was in the habit of making purdiaeei 
at my shop. She purchased BatUey's Solution from me for 
some years before her death. She very frequently came herself, 
and occasionally sent for it. [Shown No. 85.] Only ODoe 
that I know of I sold her a bottle of this sixe^ holding five 
ounces. Afterwards she got it in two-ounce botUes, and some- 
times in one-ounce bottles. This is a bottle made for Battle/s 
mixture. So far as my recollection goes, when Mrs. Tajbr 
herself called for the medicine she paid for it. When it waf 
sent for it was generally put down to her account. Her pur- 
chases were sometimes at considerable intervals, and at other 
times frequent. FShown No. 30 of inventory of productions 
for the defence.] That account was rendered by me to the late 
Mrs. Taylor. It contains the following items: — 

18th Jan., 1866--Battley'B MatioD, 2 oe. 

29th „ „ _ Do. 2 OS. 

4th Feb., „ •— Do. 2o8. 

Battley to that amount was furnished to Mrs. Taylor on these 
occasions. I know Fleming's Tincture of Aconite. My busi- 
ness is entirely a dispensing retail business. In the course of 
a year I sell about fifty ounces of Fleming's Tincture; that 
is within the mark. It is generally prescribed in the form of 
liniment. I have made up prescriptions containing two ounces 
of Fleming's Tincture of Aconite for a liniment ; and I am not 



Evidence for Defence* 

sure but I hare made up more. I would not be at all surprised T.Fai 
at the purohase by a medical man of one ounce of it at a time. 

Cross-examined by the Soijgit(»-Gsnbral — Medical men are 
in the habit of sending prescriptions for the tincture of aconite 
— ^not of coming for it themselves. Medical men haye bought 
unmixed aconite in my shop; but it is rather uncommon for 
them to do so. I am not prepared to say for what purpose 
they got it, but I should say it was for outward application ; 
I don't think it was for experiments in a laboratory. I have 
sold it to Dr. Fleming himself — the inrentor — ^in three, and four, 
and six ounces. I don't sell much antimony or tartar emetic 
now. It is not so common as it used to be. There has been 
a change since croton oil has come into use. In the last year 
or two there has been less antimony sold. I have sold it in 
large quantities to yeterinary surgeons, and persons come to 
me and get it mixed up with lard as an ointment. There is 
scarcely a day but antimony is ordered. Frequently, in pre- 
scriptions, two or three grains are dissolved in a given quantity 
of water, and I send it out under the name of antimonial wine. 
I could not say how much tartar emetic I sell in a year ; possibly 
two or three ounces. That would include what I have sold 
mixed up in lard for an ointment, but not what I have sold to 
veterinary surgeons. The quantity of tartar emetic in a 
prescription to be taken internally is very small. It is 
measured in grains. There are 480 minims or measured drops 
in an ounce of Battley. I should think 20 minims would be 
equal to 30 drops dropped from a bottle, without being measured. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^There is an imitation of 
Battley, which I keep. I never sold any of it to Mrs. Taylor* 
I am able to say that her purchases in January and February 
last were of the genuine Battley. The imitation of the real 
Battley is a perfectly safe preparation; it is supposed to be 
the same, but it ie made by a different maker. It ia made from 
the extract of opium. Fleming's Tincture of Aconite is very 
largely used in an unmixed state for severe tio-doloreux. It is 
never used unmixed internally. I have found it act as a specific 
for toothache at times. 

Re-examined by Mr. Watson — Fleming's Tincture of Aconite 
i« generally used in neuralgic or rheumatic pains. I don't 
remember its having been used for affections of the ear; but 
I see no reason why it sho\dd not be. 

4. Jamss Thomson, eocamined by Mr. Watson — ^I am aJ.nu 
dothier's traveller and commisaicm agent, and was for some 
time in the employment of Mr. Michael Taylor. I left his 
employment two years past last August. I was clerk and 
assistant in the business. I sometimes executed small com- 
missions for Mrs. Taylor. I went occasionally to Messrs. Duncan 

215 



Dr. Pritchard. 

I &. Flockhart's for her. I understand it was for opium ; but wlia 
I went first I did not know what it was for. During the fint 
twelve months or so I got a line and a bottle. The bottle vw 
generally wrapped up in the order. [Shown No. 85.] It waia 
bottle very like that. I could almost saj that it was the nise 
bottle. I have gcme to Messrs. Duncan & Flockhart's with i^ 
bottle oftener since I left Mrs. Taylor's service than I did befoie, 
as I still continued to do small things of that kind for Mrs. Tajior. 
I once read the line on Messrs. Duncan & Flockhart's counter- 
that was the only time I ever saw it open. After some time she 
just gave me the bottle and told me to go and get it filled; I 
went and presented the bottle, and it was filled at once. I went 
last for it the night before Mrs. Taylor went to Glasgow, shortij 
before her death. The bottle was filled on that occasion, and 
I took it back next morning and gave it to her. For about i 
year or so before her death I used to get the bottle filled for 
her once in every two or three weeks. 

Cross-examined by the SouaTOR-GsNKRAL — ^When I first 
entered Mr. Taylor's service I only got the bottle filled oooe 
in every two or three months; but it gradually came to be 
every two or three weeks. When I saw the line on Mesnt. 
Duncan & Flockhart's counter I could see "5 ounces c^ium" 
marked on it. There was something else which I could not 
read, as the line was lying at some distance from me. It was 
in Mrs. Taylor's handwriting. I sometimes used Dr. Pritchard's 
name there. When I went with the bottle and without a 
line, Mrs. Taylor told me, if they asked whom it was for, to saj 
that it was for Dr. Pritchard. She said that she got it half 
a crown cheaper by saying it was for a doctor. Although I 
had left Mr. Taylor's service I generally went such message! 
for Mrs. Taylor. She asked me to come and see them oocasion- 
ally, and I generally called about twice or thrice a week. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clerk — ^Hie medicine was always corked 
and sealed, and put up in paper when I got it from Messrs. 
Duncan & Flockhart. Sometimes I delivered it to Mrs. Taylor 
herself, sometimes to the servant, but always in the state in 
which I got it. The bottle I got filled on the night before 
Mrs. Taylor went to Glasgow I gave next morning to Miss Jane 
Pritchard, her grand-daughter, who delivered it to her. 

J.F4nilBep 5. Jamss Foulnsr, examined by Mr. Watsom — ^I am a cork- 
cutter, and reside in Garrick Street, Glasgow. I consulted Dr. 
Pritchard about an affection of the ear in November last^ and 
up to the evening of his wife's death. I did not know him 
before I consulted him. It was by his solicitation, through a 
Miss Clyde, that I went to see him. On these visits the prisoner 
generally painted my ears inside and outside, and frequently 
syringed them, and sometimes he dropped a liquid into 
them. It was in a ro<xn on the street floor of 
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hifi house in Sauchiehall Street that he did so. Ij.Foalni 
could not say what he painted my ear with, but it 
coloured the ear. I think he took it out of a press in the 
room. The application was not painful at the time. It had a 
smarting sensation afterwards. Shortly before I stopped going 
to him he told me to buy some iodine and paint my ear myself. 
He gave me several small phiak; the first two or three con- 
tain^ a white, thickish liquid. He also gave me a bottle 
larger than the rest ; it waa labelled " poison." 

Crosa-examined by the Solicitor-Gbnbral — I have the larger 
bottle which I got from him with me here. [Witness produced 
it.] I never gave it up to any one. It has been in my possession 
till this moment. The label is, " Two drops in each ear every 
night — poison." It still containfi part of the liquid; it was 
scarcely half-full wh«i I got it from the prisoner. I showed 
that bottle to the fiscal yesterday, and he advised me to bring 
it here. Nobody else, except my wife, has seen it ; and nobody 
haa interfered with it. What the prisoner told me to get to 
paint my ear myself was tincture of iodine ; and) I got some. 

To the Lord Justicb-Clkrk — ^That iodine produced the same 
yellow colour that his painting had done. 

Re-examined by Mr. Watson — I was examined by a gentleman 
on behalf of the agents for the prisoner. I told him I thought 
I had none of the bottles I had got from Dr. Pritchard. 

The SouaTOR-GsNERAL — I do not know whether the Court 
will think it necessary to order an examination of this bottle. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk, after consultation with the other 
Judges, said — ^Mr. Clark, have you any desire that the contents 
of this phial ^ould be examined! 

Mr. Clark — No, my lord, I have no desire to do so. 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk — ^You don't wish itt 

Mr. Clark — No. 

The Lord Justicb-Clerk (to Witness) — ^Then you may go. 

Mr. Clark — Give him his bottle. 

The SouciTOR-GsKKRAL — I am told it might be examined in 
a few minutes. 

The Lord Justicb-Clsrk — If the prisoner's counsel does not 
think it desirable, we do not order it. 

Mr. Clark — ^The prisoner's case is just about to close ; we shall 
be done in a few minutes. 

[Mr. Clark was handing the bottle to the witness, when] — 

The Lord Justicb-Clbrk eaid — There is no reason why the 
bottle should be given up. Let it remain in the Clerk's hands. 

6. Gbobgb FRAKas Ebrr, examined by Mr. Watson — ^I am o.r 
a clerk in the Clydesdale Bank, Glasgow, and reside in Sauchie- 
hall Street there. I know the prisoner. He attended me for 
an affection ol the ear about the end of February or beginning 
of March, 1865. He gave me a prescripticm to get medicine^ 
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0. F. Karp which was obtained at the Glasgow Apothecaries' Compaaj, 
Sauchiehall Street. He did not giye me a bottle to drop iDt» 
my ear. It was a tonic. I remember aboat his giTing me a 
bottle labelled '' Glycerine and Strychnine^'' It was to be «ed 
externally to the ear; but I only used it twice, as the eir 
was so much inflamed, and I did not think it would do the ear 
any good in that state. The prisoner gave me the bottle in hit 
consulting-room. I think I could find it if required, as it is itin 
in my poesession. I got the bottle about the end oi Febmuj 
last. 

J. OaOiraltli 7. Jambs Galbratth, examined by Mr. Watsox — ^I am a writer 
in Glasgow, and am agent for the prisoner. I know Superin- 
tendent M'Call. He handed over to me a quantity of bottles I 
and drugs which he found in Dr. Pritchard's ccHisidting-rooni. 
I got an order from the Crown Office to get from him all those 
which were not required for the Crown precognition. They are 
here in two boxes, a wooden and a tin one [Nos. 15 and 15 
of iuTentory of productions for the defence]. I submitted the 
whole of these for examination to Dr. Alexander M'Hattie on 
the 15th June. I got them back from him afterwards, and 
produced them in the Clerk's hands. 

Dp.Alezandep 8. Dr. Albxakdbr M'Hattib, examined by Mr. Watsoii— I 
M*HatUe j^j^ ^ doctor of philosophy, a lecturer on chemistry, and sa 

analytical chemist in Glasgow. After the apprehension of the 
prisoner, I went with Superintendent M'Call Lad Audlej 
Thomson, a detectiTC, to the prisoner's house on the 30th <^ 
March. On that occasion I made a thorough examination of 
the contents of the consulting-room. I examined with my eye 
generally the appearance of all the medicines which were found 
in the consulting-room that day. My instructions were to select 
from what I found in the house or consulting-room anything that 
I saw was of a poisonous nature. These instructions were given 
me by Mr. M'Call, the superintendent. There were two pressei 
in the consulting-room. I rejected thirty-five bottles containing 
samples, and these were left in the consulting-room. All the 
rest were taken possession of by Mr. M'CaH and Audlejr 
Thomson. I know Mr. Galbraith, the prisoner's agent ^ 
asked me to examine the contents of a number of the bottks, 
and I did so in his office. [Shown No. 13 of the Crown inTen- 
tory.] There was nothing in the contents of the thirtj-fiTS 
bottles from which that prescription could be made up. Then 
was no chlorodyne and no morphia in the bottles that I found. If 
I had found anything of the kind I would have given it up to 
Mr. M'CalL 

>gg*Jye ■• Dr. Jahss Moffat Cowan, recalled, examined by Mr. Watsov 
*^^*" —{Shown Nos. 32 and 34 of the Crown inyentoiy]— These 

letters are both in Mrs. Pritchard's handwriting. 
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Evidence for Defence. 

9. Charlbb Edward Pritchard, aged eleven (not sworn), CharlM K. 
examined by Mr. Clark— I am Dr. Pritchard's eldeet son. I iwuhard 
lived with him in Glasgow. I was there when mamma died. 

My papa and mamma lived happily together. Papa and mamma 
were very fond of one another. 

10. Janb Francbb Pritchard, examined by Mr. Clark — ^1 am jsne F. 
the daughter of the prisoner, and am fourteen years of age. I ^''^teliartf 
lived a great deal with my grandmother in Lauder Road. Papa 

was often there with my grandmother. Grandmama and papa 
were very fond of each other. I have often heard her speaking 
very kindly of him, and him of her. 

This concluded the evidence for the defence. 

After a short adjournment, the Court resumed. 



The Solicitor-General's Address to the Jury. 

The SoLiCTroR-GBNBRAL then proceeded to address the jury SolleUor- 
as follows : — May it please your lord^ips, gentlemen of the ^'^•'■* 
jury — ^We have now arrived at that stage of this most important 
case at which it becomes my duty, on the part of the Crown, 
to address to you such observations as appear to me to be of 
importance and deserving of your consideration. A more grave 
and serious case, I need hardly say, never occupied the attention 
of a Court of Justice. The crime with which the prisoner at the 
bar is charged is in its nature the highest known to the law; 
and with respect to the persons upon whom that crime is alleged 
to have been conmiitted, and the manner of its perpetration, 
the case, as it is my duty now at the end of the evidence 
to present it to you, is so singularly aggravated that 
it is difficult even to conceive one more atrocious. I feel 
it to be my bounden duty to press against the prisoner 
two acts of wilful murder, committed in his own house, 
deliberately, in cold blood, and with much cruelty, upon two 
defenceless women — the one his own wife, the other his wife's 
mother. I say further — and, if I make it good, it is, indeed, 
an appalling feature of this terrible case — ^that the mother 
was sacrificed by him when in the very act of watching with a 
mother's tenderness over her daughter, upon whom he was 
practising his nefarious and subtle arts, to urge her slowly 
but surely to her grave. 

Gentlemen, the prisoner is wM entitled to say that such a 
charge ought not to be brought upon slight grounds, and to 
say further that if the evidence upcm which it rests be such 
as to leave you any reasonable alternative, it is your duty— -end 
you will gladly avail yourselves of it — ^to acquit rather ihasx 
convict any one bearing the form of a man of so shocking 
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MBd^ a crime. The observation ia a sound one — ^I accept it> ioi 
c<Mmneiid it to you aa in my opinion sound and just; and, indeed, 
I make these observations to you not to excite prejadioe, bat 
for the fairer purpose of assuring you that I appreciate tha 
gravity oi the charge which I make, and now press» and dolj 
estimate the burden which is upon me of establishing it bj 
satisfactory evid^ice. 

Gentlemen, I am doubly charged, in my c^cial ct^Micity, with 
the interests of public justice and of society at large. Hie 
interests of society are indeed great; and it is unnecesaaiy 
to express them. There is no protection against murder by 
secret poisoning except the reasonable certainty of after dete^ 
tion and punie^ment. Against open violence we may defend 
ourselves ; we may avoid an enemy ; we may protect ourselTa 
against him. But against the secret poisoner there is absolotelj 
no protection, except in the fear of detection and punishmeot 
It is therefore for the best interests of society that the priscmer, 
if he be guilty, and be proved to be so by ccmvincing evideooe, 
should not escape. But it is not for the interests of societj 
that any man ^ould be convicted upon insufficient evidence, 
and it is not according to my duty to press the case, or aaj 
part of it^ or any view of it, against the prisoner beyond what 
justice and truth, according to the evidence, and legitimate and 
convincing argument, exactly warrant. The interest and the 
right of tide prisoner to be acquitted if he is not satisfactorily 
proved to be guilty are as important and sacred in the estimation 
oi the law, and will be in yours, as the interest of society ii 
that, if proved to be guilty, he shall not escape. I rejoice, 
therefore, to think that his interests have been ccMnmitted to 
hands so able and experienced as those oi my learned friends 
who now appear for him. 

Gentlemen, I have told you that the prisoner is charged with 
two acts of wilful murder — ^the one conunitted upon his wife, 
the other upon her mother. And what you have to say — ^it ii 
a solenm and important duty — ^men cannot in this country be 
engaged in any duty more solemn and more important — ^ii 
whether both or either of these charges is proved to your satis- 
faction. Upon me the burden of proof lies. The prisoner is 
entitled to every presumption in his favour to begin witL 
It is for me to prove it, or if I do not he is entitled to be 
acquitted. Let me then, with all the impartiality and candour 
which I can command, proceed to consider with you the evidence 
upon which each of these charges rests. 

The first matter for consideration in this and every fimlkr 
case consists oi what lawyers are aocustcHned to cafl the eorpu$ 
ddteti — ^that is, the question whether or not the crimes duurged 
were both or either ik them committed l^ anybody. Were these 
ladies murdered by poison, or were eitiier of them murdered 
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by poison by any onet — It is for me to establish by convincing |BUeltoP- 
eyidenoe the affinnatiye of the proposition that each of them '*•■*«■'•■ 
was so murdered. If I fail, of course there is no further 
question of any moment in the case ; the murders charged, in 
that yiew were not committed, or are not proved to have been 
oonmiitted. But if I satisfy you, by the. evidence upon which 
I rely, and to which I shall immediately advert, that not one 
only, but both of these w(»nen were murdered by poison, the 
only question which remains — although it is the vitally 
important question in this case — ^is, was that murder perpetrated, 
or were these murders perpetrated, by the prisoner at the bar? 

Let me begin, as naturally I ought to do, with the first 
question — ^Were the murders charged, or was either of them, 
committed by any one? That, of course, is the question stated 
in another form. The question then comes to be, did these 
ladies die by poison not taken wilfully with a view to suicide, 
or accidentally either through negligence on their own part or 
somebody else's, for, if they did, the conclusion is inevitable 
that they were foully murdered. Did, then, both or either 
of the ladies die from the effects of poison? And let me here 
take the cases separately, in so far as it is possible to make a 
separation between them. 

I begin with the case of Mrs. Pritchard, because, although she 
died last — about three weeks after her mother — she was, it 
there be any truth in the case for the prosecution, the first 
victim of the foid acts with which the prisoner is charged. 
The poisoning of her commeneed before her mother came to 
nurse her on the 10th February, although the poisoning did 
not terminate fatally until the 18th March, the mother herself 
having died upon the 25th February. But, naturally, I think, in 
whatever view you regard the case, the death of Mrs. Pritchard 
is the one which first presents itself for consideration; the 
murder of the mother being, as it were, an episode occurring 
in the course oi the murder of the daughter. 

Mrs. Pritchard died upon Saturday, the 18th March, at a 
very early hour of the morning. The first question as to which 
you must make up your minds is, what was the cause of her 
death — of what did ahe die? The prisoner said to those who 
asked him during her life, and to the registrar after her death, 
that he was her medical attendant, and that she died of gastric 
fever. The public prosecutor now says she died of poison. 
It is for you to determine which of these two assertions is 
the true one. It is painful to be obliged to say that the 
question admits of only one answer ; for, could I see any reason- 
able view upon which a different answer from one confirming 
the assertion of the prosecutor could be given, I would not 
fail to advert to it, and to state to you what I think. But I 
can see no materials for so doing. You will judge whether you 
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IMHdtor- can, in the ^ole of the evidence which has been kid befan 
you, Bee materialfl to justify even doubt or hesitation in unrt- 
ing that Mrs. Pritchard died on the 18th March from theeffeoh 
of poison. 

The evidence upon this subject is singularlj clear and eot- 
elusive — I saj singularly so, because cases of this descriptin 
are of rare occurrence ; in my experience this is the fint ii 
which a doubt was not raised, and raised up<Hi medical tarii- 
mony, on the question whether death was to be ascribed ti 
poison. Here there is none. The testimony is all one «^, 
and you see distinctly how no doubt could have been thron 
upon it. The poor woman's body was opened after her destk. 
It presented, on the examination of the doctors, nothing to 
account for death — ^no appearance of natural disease. Hie 
conclusion of the report of that examination by Dr. ICadagu 
and Dr. Littlejohn is this — ^"We have to report that this bodj 
presented no appearances of recent morbid action beyond a 
certain amount of irritation of the alimentary canal, and nothing 
at aU capable of accounting for death. We have therefon 
secured the alimentary canal and its contents^ the heart and 
some of the blood, the liver, the spleen, the left kidney, and 
the urine, in order that these may be submitted to diemiesl 
analysis.*' Nothing indicating gastric fever comes under their 
notice. Therefore these gentlemen thought the cause of deat^ 
was to be ascertained by a chemicri analysis of the porttona of 
the body and the contents of the intestines ^>ecified in their 
report 

That chemical analysis accordingly took place^ with the resoh 
which you know. Poison was found diifused throogh the whole 
organs and parts of the body and throughout its fluids. It vai 
found in the stomach, in the liver, in the spleen, in the kidney, 
in the heart, in the brain, in the blood, and in the rectum. 
The whole body was impregnated with it. Notwithstandiog 
the copious discharges which that poison induced so long as 
the patient had strength to make them, the large quantities 
mentioned by the doctors in their evidence before you were 
found in these various parts of her body, showing that the 
poison was diffused throughout the entire system, and satisfy- 
ing them that the case was one of chronic pmsoning — that ii» 
that the poison had been administered in small doses, each of 
them insufficient to kill, and so administered during a long 
course of time. Ibat was the conclusion at which they arrived 
before knowing anything of the history of the case. Dr. 
Maclagan statMl in his report that the period over which the 
administration had extended cannot be determined by mere 
chemical investigation, but must be deduced from the histoiy 
of the case. And Professor Penny came to the same result I 
shall not trouble you with reading that part oi the report in 
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-which he reiers to it^ but he, on examining portions of the same 
parts of the body and the contents of the intestines which had 
l)een examined by Dr. Maclagan, arrives at the same conclusion. 

Tou understand this, gentlemen — Dr. Maclagan did not 
expwiment or operate upon the whole of the various portions 
of the body and substances which he had extr&cted. He 
operated only upon a portion of them, leaving another portion, 
in order that the additional security might be obtained of sub- 
mitting that to anoth^ chemist, so as to see whether the result 
at which he arrived was the same or different. You know 
from his report the result of his investigation. He found the 
article antimony diffused through the whole body, as I have 
stated — BO diffused as to satisfy him — ^he being a person well 
able to judge upon such a matter — ^that the administration 
had been chronic, extending over a considerable period of time. 
The other portion is submitted to the examination of Professor 
Penny. He conducts his own experiments in the same way, 
because the mode of proceeding in order to ascertain the presence 
of this poison is well understood. He finds the same poison 
in the same parts of the body, diffused in the same way through 
the system, and he arrives at the same conclusion. 

If there had been any possible doubt, we should have had 
some other testimony on the subject ; but these reports by two 
gentlemen of the greatest eminence are reports in whidi we 
must place full reliance^ unless we are to abandon altogether 
the attempt to detect the crime of poisoning. The matter was 
made so clear as not to admit of any dispute. But Professor 
Maclagan says — ''The period over which the administration 
extended must be ascertained by a reference to the history of 
the case'*; the medical examination and the chemical analysis 
could only lead to the conclusion that it had extended over a 
considerable period. 

Then you had the history <^ the case; I am not to go into 
that now. But you remember that this poor lady was taken 
ill, the qrmptoms being sickness and vomiting, these being the 
most marked symptocos — at all events, no others were stated — 
before she went on a visit to her parents in the end of 
November. She went there when she had got a little better, 
and with a view to her permanent recovery. She did recover. 
She was not visited with the sicknesa in Edinburgh — ^you have 
her own testimony to that effect. She went an invalid; she 
returned, not in perfect health, but still comparatively well. 
She had been free from the only symptcmis which her illness 
indicated while she was at home, and which she could not 
account for in any way; and it waa painful to hear detailed 
in her own words the remark which the poor creature made 
in the absence of her husband, that it was strange that she 
was always well from home and ill at home. She could not 
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account for this sickneas; nobody in the house could, emept 
the author of it. 

She returns fr<Mn her father's house two or three days before 
Christmasw Her mother is with her and her eldest duld^ sod 
she is oomparatiyely well ; but only for a few days. The mxkam 
and Yomiting return within a few days after her ret^tm to ber 
husband's house ss unaccoimtably as ever. They continue with 
more or less frequency. Generally every day, although sometimes 
riie escapes a day, she is sick and yiHniting, and cramped. She 
at last went to bed — ^and kept it more or lesa for a week; die 
sickness, vomiting, and purging, leading to that general debihtj 
which it is the nature oi this particular poison to cause, wai 
upon her. The illness goes on. Her poor mother says tiut 
she became one day a little better and two days worse — wk 
sometimes before breakfast, sometimes after bt^akfast — some- 
times after dinner, after tea; sick during the night, ill with 
cramp ; nothing in the world to account for it. These are the 
symptoms down to th^ period of her death— one day better, 
two days worse, until she sinks, completely exhausted, and diet 
upon the 18th March. 

What were these sympUmis of — occurring, as they did, under 
the eye of her husband, a medical man, the only medical 
attendant, living in the house with her day and night f Of 
gastric fever f No. They were the symptoms which would be 
produced by that poison which was found in her body after 
death, and so diffused through it as to lead inevitably to the 
conviction ih&t it had been administered in small doses over s 
considerable period of time. The history of that part of the 
case, therefore, confirms what the medical gentlemen and the 
chemists were led by the chemical analysis to anticipate; that 
the poisoning oi that poor wranan was being regularly carried 
on. I take no account of the period before die went to her 
fathw's house, but it commenced very shortly after the time 
of her return, and it continued almost day after day down to 
the time oi her death. 

Gentlemen, take the symptoms during life — the symptcmi 
indicating the action of antimony— exactly the ^mptoms which 
antimony would produce — and finding antimony in the bodj, 
diffused through the system, on the examination after death, I 
say the conclusion is so irresistible that you cannot wonder it 
is not disputed that this poor woman, however she came by 
it, had antimony administered to her, and died in consequenca 
If you cannot resist that conclusion, then, in respect to Mrs. 
Pritchard, that part of the case is established — she died, not of 
gastric fever, but of poison. 

Now, attend for a moment to the case of Mra. Taylor this 

murder occurring as an episode in the course of the perpetratioo 
oi another. Mrs. Taylor came to Glasgow on the 10th February, 
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I believe; according to the eyidence, about that date. But I 
tiiink we have the correct date in the only two references which 
I mean to make to the journals of the prisoner. In them 
it is stated that Dr. Gairdner Tisited Mrs. Pritchard on the 
8th Februaiy. That was the same day that Dr. Cowan left, 
for on page 13 of this diary we have, under the head ol 7th 
February, ''Dr. J. M. C. here"; wihile on the next day, 8th 
Februaiy, "Dr. J. M. C. left." The statement was that he 
came the one day and left the next; and under the same date 
there is the entry, " Dr. Gairdner " — ^that is to say, Dr. Gairdner 
was there on the ni^t of 8th February. In the same journal, 
on page 14, we have, first, on the 9th February, " Dr. Gairdner " 
— that is, that he visited again that day; and Friday, 10th, 
"Grandmamma" — that is^ the old lady. And then, looking 
further into the dates in the joumid, we are reminded that 
Catherine left on the 16th February at 10 p.m., and that Mary 
Patterson, cook, joined his service. 

Mrs. Taylor, then, came upon the 10th February. She does 
not appear to have been sick after she came until she partook 
of some tapioca, which occurred on the 13th February, three 
days after she canie. But she was sick then, and vcmiited. So 
far as we know from thei evidence, she was not sick after that 
till Friday, the 24th — ^which was the last day of her life. 

She was an old lady of seventy-one, and you find the appear- 
ance which she presented to the experienced eye of Dr. Paterson 
wss that of a hale, healthy-looking person, fine f(»in, good 
complexion, nothing in her appearance to indicate anything the 
matter with her. On Friday, the 24th, she is going about the 
house all day quite well as usual. It is true, one of the servants, 
Mary Patterson, said that she was a little peevish and fatigued- 
looking that afternoon, as she (the servant) thought, from watch- 
ing with her daughter, for she was with her day and night — in 
the same room with her — after she came. But between six and 
seven o'clock, according to the evidence, I think, c^ Mary 
M'Leod or Mary Patterson, the old lady showed a tendency to 
be sick. She wanted to vomit, and thought that ^e was about 
to be in the same condition aa that in which she had seen her 
daughter. The sickness seems to have passed off, for she had 
tea at seven, as usual, as we heard from the boarder, Connell. 
At this time she was apparently quite well, and there was 
nothing in her appearance to attract any attention. But about 
nine o'clock she goes up from the consulting-room, in which 
she had been writing, to her own and her daughter's bedroom. 
I am speaking from recollection in saying that it was about 
nine o'clock that she went upstairs; but if I am wrong, his 
lordship will put me right. The precise time, however, is of 
comparatively little moment. The important point is that 
she walks upstairs^ nothing, so far as any one can see, the 
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Solteitor> matter with her. In ahout half an hour the bell ot her rooa 
GeoMPal ^30 rung, and the servant upon going upstairs finds her fid, 
but not actually vomiting. She wanted to vcMnit^ and went tt 
the basin and tried to vomit^ but did not. ShB ssked for 
hot water to make her vomit. This was about half-psst nine. 
The servant goes down to get the water, and, that proriag 
ineffectual, she afterwards got scxne more. The old hdj 
becomes very ill, and goes into a state of almost insensibOi^, 
sitting upon the chair, her head hanging down. Hie serast 
girl is sent for the doctor — that is. Dr. Pritchard — who, lo 
far as she knew, up to that time had not seen the old hAj it 
all. He was in the consulting-room engaged with a patioit 
The patient went out dicNrtly aiter; the servant told him thit 
Mrs. Tajlor was ill, and he went up to the bedroom. Then 
it was ahe was found with her head hanging down upon hot 
breast, and he sent for Dr. t^ivson. 

You have the description which Dr. Paterson gave joa of 
her appearance — a very distinct description. He had no doabt 
that she was labouring under the effects of a narcotic pcHsoQ— i 
opium, or some preparation of opiimi. Dr. Paterson did not ' 
doubt that that was the case. We shall see the account giren | 
to Dr. Paterson by the prisoner of her illness afterwards; bat, | 
in ^the meantime, I merely want to direct your attention to bii 
description of the symptoms which he himself saw. He said 
she had all the symptoms c^ poisoning from a strong narcotic 
Opium would produce such symptoms, but the effects of iht 
opium would be increased and quickened by the addition of & 
still stronger narcotic and more stupefying poison — aconita 
The state of depression and general weakness under which she 
appeared to be labouring were such effects ss antimony wodd 
produce. After the post-mortem examination antimony vac 
found in her body. Antimony is found there, whether she 
took it herself, or it was accidentally administered to her. 

There is no doubt that she did not die of apoplexy any more 
than Mrs. Pritchard died of gastric fever. She died of potsoo, 
and the symptoms were those of narcotic poison — the effect 
of narcotics administered along with antimony, in order to 
obscure, by overpowering, the symptoms of the antimonj. 
But none of these narcotics were found upon the chemiol 
analysis after death. It was explained to you that analysts 
usuaJly fail in finding such poisons. These narcotics are vege- 
table poisons, and are not detected in the same way as metaUie 
poisons, such as antimony, which are readily detected. In 
the case oi poisoning by narcotics we are indebted for the mesoi 
of ascertaining the presence of poison to the marked symptoDM 
exhibited during life, rather than to the chemical examination 
afterwards. If metallic poisons are administered, these wiQ 
be found on examination after death — the vegetable poisooi 
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most likely will not. Tha-^npinptoms shown by the deceased Solldtop- 
lady were not the symptf ..of any known disease— they were ^'•■•'•^ 
not the symptoms at all suggesting apoplexy to any intelligent 
mind; but during her life we have the 83rmptom8 of narcotic 
poisons, and we have the metallic poison found in her body after 
death. Did she die, as her daughter died afterwards, of poison, 
although not entirely the same poison? or did she — as the 
prisoner, her medical attendant^ had stated during her daugh- 
ter's life, and to the registrar — Kiie of apoplexy? I am afraid, 
gentlemen, there is no room for any other answer to this 
question tiian that which I now make. She died of poison — 
opium, aconite, and antimony. The antimony they found in 
her. I am not speaking of the felonious administration of it 
at this moment. It is merely of the fact that she was poisoned, 
and that she died of poison. 

As a general proposition, it does not necessarily follow — 
though I think it does in this case — that, because a death is 
occasioned by poison, tihat poison was murderously administered. 
The victim may have committed suicide, or got the poison 
accidentally. It would be almost an insult to your under- 
standing to suggest suicide in the case of either of these ladies, 
except to throw aside the suggestion at once. Neither of them 
had indicated any desire to get rid of life. With respect to Mrs. 
Pritchard, suicide is not committed by chronic poisoning — by 
taking small doses so as to keep up illness for months. Murder 
is committed that wa}^ sometimes, as from criminal annals we 
know. The suicide does not choose a long, lingering, and painful 
death. The murderer, however, sometimes adept's that course 
for safety to himself, so as to make death appear the result of 
natural disease. Suicide in the case of the wife is, therefore, 
extravagantly out of the question; and in the case of the 
mother equally so. However they came by that poison, neither 
the one nor the other took it wilfully. 

Then, gentlemen, what is the next suggestion? I do not 
mean to say that the suggestion has been made by anybody; 
but it is my duty to exhaust the case so as to bring you as 
rapidly as I can to the real question upon which it turns. The 
suggestion of accident, then, ie the next question which we 
'have to consider, but only for a moment. Let us take the case 
of the wife. A person may get poison by accident once. One 
bottle of medicine may be mistaken for another, or poison may 
be mixed with it by accident. But antimony administered by 
accident over a course of months — from the season of Christmas 
down to the 18th March — is entirely out of the question. In 
the case of the mother it is diflScult to conceive that aconite 
and antimony got into the poor old lady's Battley's mixture 
accidentally. It was not there by accident. I therefore put 
aside accident as entirely out of the case, ae much so as suicide. 
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There is no such suggestion as this in it. It is excluded hj 
the prisoner's own declaration that anj antimony was adminift- 
tered medicinally by him either to his wife or to her mother; 
he denies that it was so. He rubbed some on her neck in tike 
month oi October, and she had got some internally sereisl 
years before for her eyes; but that has nothing to do with tiui 
case at all. She had no illness for which any one for a momeot 
would think of administering antimony. The only illness viuch 
she had was one which suggested Uie action of antimonj— 
vomiting, sickness, cramp, burning sensations^ and so fortL 
Antimony was therefore not administered medicinally. If tb 
idea of suicide is out of the question — if the idea of accideot 
is one not to be seriously entertained — see, then, to what coo- 
elusion you are shut up, by a process short, but clear and coo- 
vincing, namely, that the poison which killed this woman wai 
administered wilfully by the hand of scnne person in the 
prisoner's house; for out oi it she does not appear to have heea 
from the time when she was first taken ill at the beginning 
of January, until she was carried thence to her graveu 

This is a sad conclusion to be forced to, but can you resitt 
it? Who, then, was the murderer! For there was murder 
conmiitted in that house — deliberate, cold-blooded, cruel 
murder. Who did itf We know the inmates. There were the 
two students of medicine. I suppose we may lay them aside 
as having nothing to do with it. Suspicion does not attach to 
them, neither had they the opportunity. The servants changed 
in the course of the enacting of this dreadful tragedy — all but 
one. Catherine Lattimer was there until the 16th of Februaiy. 
The pois(ming went on after she left. The desthi 
both occurred after she left She was not the p<HS0Der, 
nor was there a breath of suspicion about her. Mary Pattenoik 
comes upon the 16th of February. The poisoning, indeed, 
continues after she c(»nes; but it had conmienced long bef ore- 
six weeks before. We therefore leave her aside. There was 
Mary M'Leod — a girl under seventeen, the sole remaining person 
in the house during the whde course of the administration to 
which I refer, for I need not take any notice of the children, 
who were the only other inmates. See, then, to what we have 
come. There was a murderer in that house practising the 
dreadful art of slow poisoning from the end of December till 
past the middle of March. The only two grown persons, except 
the boarders, who were in the house during that time — ^the only 
two who had access to the patients — ^were the prisoner at the 
bar and Mary M'Leod. This is narrowing the case to a very 
short question. I have excluded every other idea from the esse 
by fair, legitimate, convincing argument, upon evidence which 
is not open to dispute. I have excluded the notion of natural 
death. I have established the fact of death by poison. I hare 
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excluded the idea of suicide, the idea of accident, the idea of SoUetior-^ 

admiziietratioD medicinally. You are shut up, therefore, to ^'•"«™ 

murderoufi administration. I lay aside the children ; I lay aside 

the two boarders; I lay aside the two servants, one of whom 

was in the house only during the first half of Uie period, and 

the other only during the l^t half, and I find that the only 

two who had access to these miserable victims, and had any 

opportunity to perpetrate the murders with which the prisoner 

at the bar is charged, were the prisoner himself and this young 

girl. 

Now, pray, consider with respect to the wife upon the question 
whether or no the prisoner is not the man clearly proved by 
irresistible evidence to be so, what was the nature of the 
murder ? It was a murder in which you alnnwt detect a doctor's 
finger. It was effected by gradual poisoning — poisoning carried 
on so as not to kill but to weaken ; leaving off for a day and 
then resimiing again ; the victim one day better, two days worse. 
During the whole time the patient exhibited the symptoms of 
vomiting, purging, and cramp, the result of the action of anti- 
mony. You have that going on throughout that long period; 
ay, and under the very eye of a medical man — ^the husband of 
the victim, who was in close attendance upon her. Do you 
think anybody else — do you think a girl of seventeen could 
have done that deed? Did ^e know anything about antimony? 
If she did not, the prisoner at the bar must have done it. And 
what is his case? — ^his case respecting his own wife, who was thus 
demonstrably poisoned by inches under his very eye during 
this long period — ^what is his case? " I thought it was gastrio 
fever,'' he says. Gastric fever I Nobody could have thought 
it was gastric fever. There was nothing like gastric fever in it. 
Nothing like anything except what it was — slow, cruel poisonings 
which brought, in the course of two or three months, this poor 
woman to the grave with such an amount of the poison in her 
body. And, gentlemen, how does he speak even of the pre- 
scription of Dr. Pateroon? He writes to her father that among 
other things Dr. Paterson ordered was Dublin stout. Dublin 
stout! The last thing any one would think of ordering for a 
pers<xi in that condition. Now, Dr. Paterson says he did not 
order it; he swears he did not order it, and you are bound 
to believe him. 

Something was said in the course of the cross-examination 
of Dr. Paterson which I must advert to» though not in the 
language of complaint He was very much struck, when called 
in to visit Mrs. Taylor, with the appearance of Mrs. Pritohard. 
He was not called upon to visit that lady professionally. He 
was called to visit her mother, whom he thought dying, althougb 
the prisoner would not admit it. He was so struck with her 
appearance that the idea pressed upon him with the force of a 
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Sofieltop- conyiction, of which he could not get rid, that she was under 
the depressing influence of antimony. My friend Mr. Clark very 
properly put it to him, " Did you not think of stating your 
suspicion either thon or when you went back on the 2nd March! " 
Well, one was not in the least surprised certainly, that, being 
called in on the night of the 24th February to visit the M 
lady, he should not have volunteered the statement to his 
professional brother, living a few doors from himself, "Tour 
wife there is under antimony; I have a grave suspicion of you 
that you are practising upon that woman by antimony." He 
would have been a very bold man — ^bold to rashness — ^who 
would have ventured upon that. He might have scared the 
murderer from his victim for the moment; but he never could 
have gone to the house again — ^he would not have rescued her; 
and what position would he have been in himself f A consulting 
physician, called in to see the mother, volunteering to state 
the suspicion — although it was a strong cme, and with tht. force 
of a conviction upon his mind from what he saw — ^that the 
daughter was being poisoned, there being nobody there who 
could poison her, except one. You see where hia suspicions 
pointed, confirmed, I daresay, to such an extent by what he 
has heard since, that the language which he now uses with 
regard to the impression he had formed upon the 24th February, 
that she was under antimony, is more emphatic than it would 
otherwise have been. She was under antimony beyond aU 
question ; but it would have been a rash thing, I think, for him 
to have made any accusation against any one, or inade any 
statement to anybody on the subject in the circumstances upon 
the 24th February. 

Perhaps he had a fairer opportunity upon the 2nd March. 
On the 1st Marcb he met Dr. Pritchard, and was asked by him 
to call on the next day. He was not the medical attendant in 
Dr. Pritchard's house at all. He had never been over his 
threshold before the 24th February, and he was not asked back 
again ; but on the Ist March Dr. Pritchard met him accidentally 
— that is to say, there was no designed meeting. They were 
both in the same street, and, speaking as persons who had met 
once before, he explained that naturally there was a conversation 
about the death of the mother — an allusion to it, and about the 
wife being a little better; and he says that Dr. Pritchard then 
said to hmi, " I am going to Edinburgh to-morrow, and I should 
be glad if you will call and see Mrs. Pritchard about eleven 
o'clock." Dr. Paterson said his impression was — and there was 
no reason to doubt it — that it was an entirely accidental 
meeting, and that it had occurred to Dr. Pritchard up<m the 
spot» while they were in conversation, to ask him to call next 
day; and Dr. Paterson regarded it more as a mark of sympathy 
with the daughter upon the death of the mother, which he 
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had almoet witnessed, being the last person who had seen her solleltor- 
alive, except Dr. Pritdhard, upon the night of hia professional <»«»«** 
visit. Accordingly, Dr. Paterson called the next day to see 
Mrs. Pritchard. He found that she was better, and he prescribed 
for her. His suspicions were not removed — that is to say, he 
did not see from her appearance that day that he was entirely 
wrong in anything which he had sxispected before. But do you 
think that he could have even then denounced the husband? I do 
not know wheUier he might not, by securing something in the 
room — something that had passed from her, and, having that 
chemically analysed, have ascertained whether antimony was 
there, or any poison. I do not know whether it was possible. 
Probably it depended on any recent administration of the 
antimony. But, without any proof — with nothing except his 
own suspicion — it would certainly have been a strong measure 
for him to have given utterance to any warning on the subject. 
Without expressing any opinion as to what was Dr. Paterson's 
duty in the circimistances, I shall only say that probably most 
men would have found it exceedingly embarrassing, and I shall 
not take upon me to express or to imply a censure upon the 
course which he took, of being discreetly silent by expressing 
no opinion whatever. It has no effect upon my mind ; you can 
judge whether it ought to have any effect upon yours. It may 
be that you will be appealed to in this way, that if any of you 
were placed in similar circumstances, what would you have 
done? Would you have allowed a feeling of professional 
etiquette and dignity to interfere with your taking steps to save 
the life of a fellow-creature? Now, I would say again, that if 
he had said to the husband, '' I suspect you of administering 
improper drugs to your wife," and if he had put the wife upon 
her guard against the husband, he might have scared the 
murderer from his prey for a time; but he would have done 
so at an immense risk, possibly at an immense sacrifice to 
himself. Nobody can toll what the world would have thought 
of him. There was not t^en the opportunity which we 
have had since of ascertaining the facts conclusively by an 
examination of the body of the victim. 

But, gentlemen, I shall be asked what motive had Dr. 
Pritchard for committing this crime? The question of motives 
is a very delicate one, and the importance of it is apt to be 
too much exaggerated — ^indeed, I think, is commonly exagge- 
rated — ^and the very nature of it as evidence to a great extent 
misunderstood, lliere are many men whose worl^y interests 
would be vastly promoted by the death of others. There are 
hundreds of persons who are in that position ; but God forbid 
that it should weigh a feather's weight in the scale against 
any one of them if charged with murder, that it could be said, 
" Tou succeeded to money or to estates by this death I '' I say 
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I believe there are hundreds, there are thousands — aj, pocnUif, 
there may be millions — ^in this world who are in that position; 
people who would be benefited in their worldly means by the 
death of another, but who would shrink with absolute homr 
from the idea of hastening that person's death by a moment 
Motives, therefore, of that description are of no weight whatever 
unless you have convincing evidence that the act was conunitted 
by the man ; and if you have that, the supposed motive ig an 
altogether secondary — almost unimportant — consideration. No 
doubt, in cases of murder proceeding from revenge and passiooi 
stirred, you have a motive generally strongly indicated as one 
which is operative. The man who is in a passion — who it 
moved by the feeling of revenge, and who manifests it and 
sometimes expresses it — supplies proof of a motive in actual 
operation ; but in cases of murder, such as this, pray consider 
how the matter of motive stands as a question of evidence. 
There was here a cdd-blooded, protracted murder conmiitted— 
that is a fact with which you have to deal. The person who 
ccMnmitted that must have been dead to all the ordinary feelings 
of humanity. It is difficult to enter into the state of mind 
of such a one, to consider what the feelings may be of any 
person, man or woman, capable of conmiitting such a murder 
as was, in point of fact, committed here — ^for I am assuming 
that I have convinced and brought you to the conclusion, upon 
grounds which are satisfactory to your minds, that mui^ 
was committed by somebody. You are dealing with the case, 
therefore, that the poisoner here was some one who was dead 
to all the ordinary sentiments which actuate a man — ^no com- 
passion, no kindness, no sympathy; bent upon the destruction 
of a victim, bent upon it for months ; able to conceal a 
design, to proceed in a cool, calculating way, producing and 
keeping up sickness, attending upon the sickbed of his patienti 
down to the last fatal moment. The person capable of doing 
that is, I say, not demonstrative, but able to repress his 
feelings, able to conceal them, and to act without expression. 

Now, I impute to Dr. Pritchard the murder of his wife in 
circumstances which, I think, exclude every reasonable ground 
for supposing that it could have been committed by anybody 
else. I do not know his feelings towards his wife. I know, 
indeed, that he was not a virtuous, affectionate, loving husband, 
for we are aware of the footing upon which he was living in 
the house with the poor girl whom he had seduced almost at 
the age of fifteen. I do not know his feelings towards his 
wife, for the person who could commit that crime is, I repeat, 
not demonstrative. He is apt to be an excellent actor, able 
to repress — I shall not say repress his emotions — for I do not 
think any strong feeling could exist in the case, except Uis 
cool, calculating, deliberate determination to carry out a pur- 
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pose. I say so much for motive. I know nothing about Solla.^,^ 
him or about the terms on which he lived with his wife. I O*"®*** 
know the terms upon which he lived with his servant girl. 
You know it from the evidence. Whoever committed the 
nmrder attended affectionately at the bedside, must have been 
in attendance upon the patient, and must have been in attend- 
ance with such apparent kindness that the patient believed him 
and took food from his hands. 

But, gentlemen, I have more than anything I have stated yet 
against the prisoner. He had every opportunity. No poisoner 
could have a better opportunity Uiat he had of poisoning in 
the very way in which the poisoning was committed here. 
He had an opportunity of putting poison in almost everything. 
He had the material, and in abundance. He bought antimony 
in unusual quantity, unprecedented, so far as the experience 
of the manager of the Glasgow Apothecaries' Company goes — 
a quantity very nearly unexampled in the case of antimony 
even in the experience of the apothecary who was put in the 
witness-box for the prisoner to-day. He bought some ounces 
— one ounce at one place, and one at another. During the 
period between the 16th November and the 18th February he 
purchased two ounces — a most unusual quantity. Two ounces 
would equal the whole amount used in practice by the customers 
of this apothecary for a year. About the same quantity would 
serve the whole dispensing practice of the apothecary who was 
examined here to-day. His experience, and that of Messrs. 
Duncan & Flockhart^ of aconite is different from that of the 
Glaagow Apothecaries' Company, but the prisoner had abund- 
ance of antimony, and he had opportunities in plenty of putting 
it into almost anything his victim was taking from day to day ; 
and he knew the doses which would produce the gradual effects 
he desired. His servant girl knew nothing about antimony. 
She knew nothing of these doses. She was incapable of 
committing such a crime as this under the eyes of an innocent 
husband — a medical man attending upon his wife; but you 
will judge of that. 

But can we trace from his hands to the victim some particular 
articles of poison f We have a piece of cheese whidi he cut 
and sent by Mary Mliood to his wife. Mrs. Pritchard would 
not take it, and Mary M'Leod swallowed a bit of it. It pro- 
duced a burning sensation in her throat, and what she cidled 
a bitter taste in her mouth; she had never tasted anything 
like it before. This was the first thing ahe had been asked 
by her mistress to taste. The servant girl took it down to the 
pantry, and next morning the other servant, Mary Patterson, 
picked up a bit of the cheese there, put the bit into her mouth, 
and it produced in her such sensations as she never experienced 
before. She was sick for hours after — ^from seven in the 
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^eltor- morning, a few minutes after taking it, until ten ; theo she 
.eneral Jxad to go to bed. Can you doubt there was poison in that 
cheese? It was during the period that the wife was in tlie 
course of being poisoned, and within a few days of the fatal 
termination. This was a piece of food which was sent to 
her by her husband, and produced upon the servant girls the 
effects of antimony. You must take that in connection with 
what I have mentioned, that it was in course of his wife being 
poisoned, as we know, by somebody — ^by a murderer's hand- 
that the husband sends to her food which, being tasted bj 
two of the servants, produced upon them all the effects oif 
antimony. But not only the bit of cheese. You will also 
remember that at about this time there was some camcxnile 
tea made by him, and his wife immediately after taking it 
became ill. I do not dwell upon that, because the prisoner 
frequently prepared her tea, and spread the butter upon her 
bread, and was also very commonly present in the room when 
she was taking her dinner. But I cannot pass over the incident 
of the egg-flip; for that, again, is a substance which I trace 
from the hands of the man whom we charge with murder to the 
lips of his victim. The egg-flip was prepared by Mary Patter- 
son. The prisoner gave her the egg ; he told her to beat it up 
well in a porter-glass, very smooth, otherwise Mrs. Pritchard 
would not take it; and he said he would add the sugar. 
The sugar was kept in the dining-room, not the consulting- 
room — ^that is not a medicine which is likely to be kept there. 
He goes to the dining-room for the sugar for this girl, who was 
in the pantry beating up the egg-flip. He does not go into 
the pantry with it, but into the consulting-room where the 
antimony and aconite were kept, he drops poison on the sugar, 
and then he goes from the consulting-room into the pantry, 
and puts the sugar into the mixture of beat-up egg. Hot 
water is then poured upon it. The cook tasted it, and what 
is the effect of that spoonful? Painful and violent iUness, such 
as would be produced by antimonial poison ; not a doubt about 
it. Now, this again occurs in the course of the period when 
his wife was being poisoned by inches in his house. Mary 
Patterson was so ill after taking it that she thought that 
she would die during the night. There was no one to see 
him put in the poison, but I say again, can you doubt that 
he did so? Why, it is almost as clear as if you had seen 
the prisoner take the sugar from the dining-room into the 
consulting-room, sprinkle the antimony upon it; which is the 
same colour as the sugar, and go from Uience to the pantry 
and drop it into the egg-flip. The cook, upon tasting it, 
was ill, as she described, precisely as she would have been 
under the action of antimony. 

Gentlemen, these are very strong circiunstances, and I submit 
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them to you as conclusive. You cannot fix the murder upon Soiieitop- 
anybody else. You have no ground for suspecting anybody O^'^^'** 
else. You must fix it upon the man who alone had the means 
and opportunity; but you will judge of that. You will judge 
whether it is probable a girl of seventeen, under the eyes 
of a medical man attending, as the prisoner was, upon his 
wife, was poisoning her with these subtle drugs, and he thought 
ill the while it was gastric fever. 
Now, let me come to the case of Mrs. Taylor, and that case 
^ows some light upon the other. It is impossible it should 
for it is really part of the same tragedy. I say again 
I cannot enter into the mind of the man who is capable 
- ,. jmmitting such a murder as was certainly committed here 
Cif some one, or even conjecture what motives may be sufficient 
to set him upon the practice of the terrible art — for it is a 
terrible art, that of slow poisoning. But it appears that he 
was in very poor circumstances. Indeed, he doesn't seem to 
have been possessed of a farthing. He was to some extent, 
not a great extent, I believe, in debt. His bank account was 
overdrawn, and had been so for some time. His house, which 
he had bought recently, was not paid for except to the extent 
of £400, which he had taken out of the £500 given him by the 
old lady. It was a £2000 house, and of this £1600 was 
borrowed upon it. He had two policies of insurance, 
on both of which money was borrowed. That was 
his condition pecuniarily — living in a house of the 
value of £2000, but not paid for, with a practice, 
the extent of which I have no means of judging; but with 
his accounts overdrawn, even after applying £100 of the £500 
which he got from the old lady, to some purpose other than 
the purchaae of the house. The old lady he knew was possessed 
of money. He got £500 from her. She was very fond of 
him — ^particularly proud of him. He knew she had more money, 
and that she was possessed of £2500 more. According to 
her will — if he knew of it — his wife was to have, and in the 
event of her death he was to Iiave, the liferent of two-thirds 
of that sum. That was her will, and these were the terms 
upon which this moneyless man would succeed to two-thirds 
of the liferent upon her death. I will be told that it is 
inhuman to suppose that a man would kill the mother of 
his wife, who had been kind to him, for such a paltry motive 
as thisf Kill her by poison! Gentlemen, she was killed by 
poison for some motive or other. There can be none con- 
ceivable which will satisfactorily account to a well-constituted 
mind for the perpetration of an act so foul; but the foul act 
was perpetrated, and was perpetrated by some one for a 
miserable motive — a dreadfully miserable motive — by 
somebody void of heart, and void of ordinary feeling. 
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Hellof^ That is the necessary condition of whoever perpetrated 
"*•■*> that murder. If there was no murder, it is an end o! 
the question; but if there were a murder, the condition o! 
the perpetrator was that of a man lost to all human feeIiD§^ 
a heartless wretch, into whose motiyes it is impossible to enter. 
He will be moved bj what will not appear to any one to be 
sufficient to account for his conduct. 

Well, then, he had part in the death of the old lady. Let 
us consider his conduct with respect to her. He is watching 
the time for his destined victim, if there be truth in the case 
which I have presented to you with respect to the wife. Let 
us see how he behaves with respect to his mother-in-law. The 
mother was sent for. Dr. Cowan being the messenger upon 
his recommendation that she should be brought, and he had 
procured the consent of the prisoner. I do not insinuate that 
Dr. Pritchard was averse to it, but Dr. Cowan did suggest it, 
and he was the messenger to the mother to ask her to come 
and watch over her sick and dying daughter. Well, she is 
doing so at that time, and I think it is proved almost to 
demonstration, as clearly as such a matter can be established — 
that she died from the effects of such poisons as had been 
mixed with the drug which she was accustomed to use, in the 
bottle of Battley's Solution which was found in her pocket. I 
suppose you will have no misgivings in your own minds about 
the identity of that bottle, which was produced, for it was the 
only one in the house with Battley in it, it was taken possession 
of after the prisoner's apprehension, it was subjected to analysis, 
and in it was found antimony by chemical analysis, in it was 
found aconite — the presence of the latter being otherwise ascer- 
tained. Aconite is known to produce a peculiar tingling and 
benumbing sensation when applied to the lips and the tongue — 
so the chemists and medical men of experience recognise it at 
once by these effects. When the contents of the bottle which 
had been taken from the old lady's pocket were so applied to 
the lips, they produced the tingling, benumbing sensation to 
a greater degree than the addition of five per cent, of Fleming's 
Tincture of Aconite to Battley's Solution, although to a less 
extent than the addition of ten per cent. Aconite, therefore, 
had been added to that tincture to the extent of from five to 
ten per cent., Dr. Penny thinks about seven per cent. Hie 
presence of aconite in Uiat mixture is otherwise oonclusively 
ascertained. It is conclusively ascertained by the fact that the 
contents of the bottle killed small animals in precisely the 
same way as Battley's with from five to ten per cent, of 
Fleming's Tincture of Aconite in it. So that the test of the 
sensation produced, and the test of the destruction of animal 
life, both together lead you to the conclusion that the contents 
of that bottle, taken from the old lady'^ pocket, consisted of 
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Battley's Solution, with from five to ten per cent, of tincture solleltor- 
of aconite added. And there was antimony in it ; that was ^ 
ascertained, too, hj the chemical analysis. Who put antimony 
— ^who put aconite into that bottle? Here, again, you probably 
trace the finger of a medical man. It was not like a servant 
girl between sixteen and seventeen, to find her way to the 
doctor's repositories and put in a little antimony and a little 
tincture of aconite. It seems to have been skilfully done; 
but it was done, and it must have been done before the old 
lady's death ; for it entirely accounts for that death, and there 
is no other way of accounting for it. Her symptoms were 
precisely such as would be produced by taking a considerable 
dose of the mixture to which these poisons had been added. 

Now, gentlemen, let us see how the prisoner behaves with 
reference to her illness. Tou will remember from the short 
narrative which I gave you of the facts attending her death, 
that, although the old lady had complained of an inclination 
to be sick between six and seven, she had after that gone into 
the consulting-room and had written letters, and she had left 
the consulting-room to appearance well enough, and walked 
upstairs alone. She passed the servant girl — I think Mary 
M'Leod — on the stair about nine o'clock, and she was half an 
hour in the bedroom with her daughter before she rings her 
bell; and then she wants hot water to make her vomit. She 
complains only of the inclination to be sick even then, and has 
hot water brought to her twice for that purpose. And it is 
not till the bell has been rung a third time that the servant 
goes to the consulting-room to bring up the doctor, and, 
finding him there with a patient, he is delayed some minutes, 
but he goes up, and, so far as she knows, for the first time 
sees the old lady after the attack. That is the evidence. Dr. 
Paterson is sent for, and the account he gives is very striking 
and very important — so much so that I must take the liberty 
of reading a part of it to you. [Reads that portion of the 
evidence which referred to the prisoner's account of Mrs. Taylor's 
attack and illness upon Friday night, the 24th February; and 
also extracts from the evidence of Mary Patterson and Mrs. 
Nabb, describing the finding of the Battley's mixture bottle in 
the pocket of Mrs. Taylor after her death.] I think you will 
be satisfied that there is no truth in the statement which Dr. 
Pritchard made to Dr. Paterson, that Mrs. Taylor was in the 
habit of taking a drop occasionally — meaning that she was in 
the habit of taking spirits; that there was nothing to justify 
the expression that she was in the habit of doing so at all. 
There is no reason to suppose there was any truth in the 
statement he made that she (the old lady) had been indulging 
in liquor for a few days, and had also taken an overdose (^ 
c^ium. 
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SoUeltor- It is certainly unfortunate for him, in other respects the most 
^'•"•'** unfortunate of men — if he should prove to be innocent of die 
crimes with which he is charged — to have stumbled into the 
terrible error of making these false statements. One of these 
was when the old ladj was still living ; he stated to the doctor 
whom he had sent for to come and see her, that she was in the 
habit of taking a drop occasionally ; the other, that he stated to 
Mrs. Nabb, the washerwoman, that she had been indulging in 
liquor for some days, and accounting for her death by ed 
overdose of opium. In addition to that, the first statement 
which he makes to Dr. Paterson is a very strange one. He 
had told the young man Connell that Mrs. Taylor was seued 
with apoplexy, when he came down from the bedroom, and wac 
going into the consulting-room, after the short time, so far 
as we know, he had seen the patient. He sticks to that main 
point, or rather to an account that looks s(xnething like it, 
for Dr. Paterson had been told that, half an hour or an 
hour before, when writing letters in the consulting-room, after 
having partaken at supper of some beer, the bitterness of which 
was remarked upon, she had tumbled off her chair in a fit 
on to the floor, and had been taken up to the bedroom. That, 
however, is not according to the truth, for she had walked 
unaided from the consulting- ro<»n, where she had been writing 
her letters, up to the bedroom at nine o'clock, passing the 
servant on the stair. She had had no tumble or fit at all. 
Now, the prisoner knew nothing of her having the attack till 
the bell had rung three times, and hot wat^r had been twice 
taken to her by the servant to make her vomit. And even 
after the third ring he was prevented from going up for a 
short time, having a patient waiting upon him in the consulting- 
room. Tlie accounts, therefore, do not agree. It was a 
strange exclamation he made in presence of the servants, as 
if he had only accidentally discovered from Mary MTieod — 
who, by the way, swore that she told him nothing about it — 
that she had got Mrs. Taylor a supply of Battley upon the 
Monday. Then it is a singular admission in connection with it, 
that before her death — ^before anything was found in her 
pocket at all — ^he told Dr. Paterson that a few days before she 
had purchased something like half a pound of the solution, 
that she was in the habit of taking it regularly, and that, 
probably, her illness was to be accounted for by her having 
taken a good swig of it. That she was in the habit of taking 
this mixture — this solution of opium — is clear enough, and 
also that she had done so for years, so that an ordinary dose 
would have little effect upon her. That he knew that she did so 
is very probable, nay, that he knew it is certain, according to 
the case which is presented to you by the prosecution. He 
had availed himself of that knowledge, and had got hold <rf 
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the bottle, which the old ladj kept to allay her neuralgic Solteltor- 
headaches or to relieve the excessive perspirations from which General 
she suffered, and into it had introduced what he alone had 
the opportunity or means of introducing — ^these two deadly 
poisons. 

Gentlemen, theee falsehoods are very striking — very striking 
indeed; and they were followed by others. He sent old Mr. 
Taylor to Dr. Paterson to see if he would grant a certificate. 
Dr. Paterson showed the genuineness of his feeling upon the 
subject by refusing to grant any certificate of Mrs. Taylor's 
death, and by informing the registrar that the death was 
sudden, unexpected, and to him mysterious, and that he would 
grant no certificate. Then Dr. Pritchard grants a certificate 
himself. He says that twelve hours before her death she had 
been suffering from paralysis, and that apoplexy had super- 
vened an hour before her death. He says — " Primary disease, 
paralysis; duration of that, twelve hours; secondary disease, 
apoplexy; duration of that, one hour." Dr. Paterson had 
refused to certify. He then certifies himself, and certifies 
falsely. She was not suffering from paralysis twelve hours 
before her death. And he says she was suffering, and again 
falsely, from apoplexy one hour before her death." There was 
no paralysis, except the paralytic affection which was caused 
by the aconite, and that was not before she went upstairs at 
nine o'clock in the evening, which was only four hours before 
her death ; for she died about one o'clock, or rather at half- 
past twelve. There never was any apoplexy at all — she died of 
poison. Now, gentlemen, here is a murder — a crime occurring 
as an episode in the course of another-— committed in this 
doctor's house, and you have a false certificate from him, a false 
statement of the cause of death. Who could have poisoned 
her if he did nott 

I forgot to mention — allow me to supply the omission 
— ^that there is a mysterious matter in this case — indeed, 
two of them — ^e one relating to the poisoning of some 
tapioca which had been got from a grocer's, I think, on 
the 13th February — and the other regarding the sickness 
of the student lodging in the house in November, and 
again in February. I suppose it is clearly shown that 
antimony was the poison used in the tapioca that had been got 
and given to Mrs. Pritchard, and that that antimony had been 
put into the parcel before the tapioca was prepared. It was 
purchased entirely for her use. A sufficient quantity of anti- 
mony was put into it, not to cause the death but the sickness of 
anybody who took it. Keep in view that the method of 
poisoning alleged against the prisoner here is not the giving 
of a dose that would kill, but the introducing the poison into 
the food given in such quantities that the taking of it would 
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Solieltop- not kill, but produce sickness merelj ; the intention being, m 
Oraeral (Jealing with the victim who is aimed at, to produce and oontinoe 
the sickness for months, the fatal termination then superveniiif. 
A poisoner in this way practising the dreadful art suooessfoOj, 
would not be very apprehensive of even himaelf or anj one 
else taking the food accidentally, as it would only make them 
sick. He knows that to produce death it will be neoessazy to 
continue taking it for a long time. Into this tapioca antimooj 
is introduced — sufficient to produce sickness in anybody taking 
it, but not to produce death. It was intended as part of tli» 
sdieme to extend the poisoning over a long period of time. 
But Mrs. Pritchard does not get this tapioca; she does not 
want it after it is made. It is taken by Mrs. Taylor, and 
she is immediately seized with all the symptoms of poisoning 
by antimony. She is sick in the same way — ^I think she ex- 
pressed it — ^as her daughter was ; because the effects were the 
same. That tapioca was not put out of the way, as it might 
be required again; and if BCrs. Pritchard had wanted tapioca 
again, she would have got that, and the poisoning would have 
been carried on by means of it. . If anybody else got it it 
would be a misfortune, but not much more. It would produce 
sickness, but not destroy life; add who could have introduced 
antimony into the«tapioca except the master of the house, who 
was an adept — as I think I have proved against him — in such 
a mode of poisoning? The bag containing what was 1^ of 
the tapioca which had produced sickness in Mrs. Taylor is found 
afterwards in the kitchen, is analysed, and ascertained to con- 
tain antimony. I don't know how many persons in that house, 
if even more than one in November, partook of poisoned food ; 
but some food had been poisoned. I take that for granted, 
and that it had been taken at least by one of the boarders, 
named Connell. If it was illness from natural causes, not 
produced by poison at all, it is not presented by me as part of 
the case. If he had taken naturally ill one day and had 
remained ill a week, or was more or less sick, not from the 
effects of having taken any poison, it is not a feature in the case. 
If the lad is sick after he had taken something into which 
poison had been introduced — sugar, tea, or anything else — and 
that produced illness lasting for some time, I say nothing was 
more likely to happen in that house. The prisoner does not 
seem to have been alarmed about it — he does not aeem to have 
been alarmed even when he himself was sick upon some occa- 
sion in February. He knew very well there was no occasion 
for alarm, for sickness was the end of it ; that it would require 
a long continuance in order to produce anything like a fatal 
result. 

Gentlemen, I have now stated to you, I think, all the views 
of this case which occur to my mind as materiaL I have 
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stated to jou, to the best of my judgment, the questions and SoUeltep- 
the considerations upon which your verdict must depend. ^■•'•* 
These questions, to resume very briefly, are these — Did both 
ladies, or did either of them, die from the effects of poison? 
If BO, was that poison taken wilfully to commit suicide by both 
or either of themf Was it taken accidentally, by the mistake 
of the persons themselves, or of some other person? If you 
answer the first of these questions in the affirmative, and the 
second and third in the negative, you are then shut up to this 
other question — ^Who conunitted the murder? — for murder, upon 
the assumption of these answers to the questions I have stated, 
was committed It is quite competent for you to find the 
prisoner guilt}' of the one charge and to acquit him of the 
other; but I submit to you, as the truth of the case, that he 
is guilty of both. I have stated to you the various considera- 
tions which appear to me to be of weight in determining conclu- 
sively your answers to the various questions which I have 
submitted for your consideration. By presenting the case 
to you as I have done, and maintaining the charge now at 
the close of the evidence as it was stated at the beginning, I 
have discharged my public duty to the best of my judgment, 
and, you will believe, conscientiously. It is for you now, 
after you shall have heard the powerful, and I am siure alto- 
gether becoming and proper defence which will be stated for 
the prisoner by my friend Mr. Clark, to consider how you are 
to discharge yours. If my friend shall be able to convince 
you, by arguments which you think the evidence warrants, that 
that evidence is insufficient — ^that you cannot, without serious 
doubt and misgiving, pronounce die prisoner guilty of both 
or either of these murders, then undoubtedly it will be your 
duty to acquit him; for in that case he will be entitled to 
acquittal. But if, on the other hand, you are satisfied upon 
the evidence that he is guilty of both or either of these charges 
— ^if the effect of the evidence, considered calmly and dis- 
passionately, is to produce that conviction upon your minds — 
then yoiur duty to the public, to yourselves, and to the oath 
which you have taken, is to pronounce a verdict according to 
what, in that view, is your opinion of the truth of the case, 
finding that he is guilty. 



Mr. Clark's Address to the Jury. 

Mr. Clark then proceeded to address the jury as follows: — Mr. Clark 
Gentlemen of the jury — Under this indictment the prisoner is 
charged with the commission of two murders — the one the 
murder of his mother-in-law, Mrs. Taylor; the other, the 
murder of his wife. The annals of human crime are indeed 
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black enough ; but if he be guiltj of the charges that are oudf 
thus against him, I do not hesitate to naj that he is the fookit 
criminal that ever lived. He is a member of an honouFible 
profession, whose duty and whose pleasure it is to ssna^ 
suffering, to ward off the attacks of disease, and to do tkor 
best to prolong human life ; and we all know how noblj, horn 
generously, how unselfishly that duty is disdiArged. But hcR 
it is said that the physician became the destroyer, and oied 
his art of healing to sap the foundations of life. Black, indeed, 
would be a crime such as that, but it in no degree indicstei 
the measure of the prisoner's guilt, if he, indeed, be guOty. He 
is charged with having murdered two defenceless, trusting, de- 
voted women — of one of whom (to use the expressive language of 
Dr. Cowan) he was the idol, and to the other of whom he vu 
united by the most tender of human ties — ^who was the mother 
of his children, and who loved him with a deep and lasting 
love. He cannot plead that any angry passion drove reasoo 
for a time from her seat, and led him to the commission of 
this foul act. Provocation cannot even be pleaded as a weak 
palliation for the crime. No; I accept the words of the 
Solicitor-General, and say that, if he did commit the crime of 
which he is charged, it was a cold-blooded, deliberate poisoning 
of these two trusting and loving women. Still, even yet, the 
measure of his guilt, if he be guilty, is not full. His cruelty 
knew no compassion ; for if it be true that he poisoned these 
women, he did not resort to the use of such drugs as in a few 
minutes or hours might have put them beyond the readi of 
pain, but chose rather to practise his devilish arts by slow 
degrees, so that the poison which he was administering shonld 
gradually sap his wife's life. It was a poison which, if the 
case against him be true, was administered day after day, and 
week after week ; and yet, during the two or three months 
which elapsed from the commencement of the administration 
of this subtle agent, he is represented as watching over the 
tortures and agonies of the being whom he was destroying, 
pretending to soothe that anguish which his own act had 
created, and holding loving intercourse with — ^nay, sleeping bv 
the side of — that woman, whom his infernal practices had 
doomed to death. 

Gentlemen, that is the crime with which he is charged. It 
is not less, but it is indeed, I believe, much greater ; for I have 
only attempted feebly to portray those feelings of horror which 
must necessarily arise within every well-regulated mind, in 
conceiving a guilt so great as that of which the prisoner is 
charged. But if, indeed, it is true that that is the charge, 
then, I think, gentlemen, I am well entitled to say that, before 
you can hold him guilty of offences like these, you must have 
presented to you overwhelming evidence of his guilt : for I 
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think it is hardly in the mind of man to belieye that there Mr. Clark 
ever was made a wretch so foul — a person so utterly devoid of 
human sentiments and human feeling, as to practise deeds so 
frightful as those that are stated against the prisoner. I make 
these remarks simply for the purpose of pointing out to you the 
character of the charge which is here made, because, unless you 
have before you the character of this charge, you cannot well 
appreciate the evidence which the Grown sajs establishes it. 
Tou must have had before you evidence in whidi there can be 
no doubt — evidence strong, clear, overwhelming, that brings 
home to your minds and consciences, without the slightest 
suspicion of the accuracy of your conclusions, that the prisoner 
is guilty. But if there be any doubt — and I hope to be able 
to show you that there is much doubt — ^if there be any reasonable 
doubt in your minds of the truth of this charge, I need not 
repeat what has already been said by the public prosecutor, 
that the prisoner is entitled to the benefit of that doubt. 

But, gentlemen, I have not yet seen any reasonable ground 
on which it can be said that so fearful a crime has been proved 
against the prisoner, for I beg to say that you must keep 
in view that the public prosecutor has not been able to assign 
or suggest any motive for the conmiission of such a deed. True 
it is that the Solicitor-General endeavoured to ahow tiiat he 
need not assign or suggest a motive; and I am not here to 
plead that miuder may not be committed although no motive 
for murder is known to exist. But still, gentlonen, in consider- 
ing whether there is evidence sufficient, it ia hard to throw 
out of view whether or not there were considerations which 
might, in any degree, have impelled him to the commission of 
these crimes ; and all that the Crown have been able to suggest 
are, I think, these trifles arising from the connection which it 
is said he had with Mary M'l^d, and from the expectation 
of some succession to be derived frcHn the death of his mother- 
in-law, Mrs. Taylor. 

Gentlemen, if Mary M'Leod upon this matter is to be 
believed — if, without any corroboration whatever, Mary 
MXeod's story is to be ti^en as true— if, in the absence of 
the proof of any familiarity whatever observed in that household 
between the prisoner and her, the statement which she made to 
you on the first day of the trial is to be taken for proof, I cannot 
help it; but you cannot conceive that the motive which the 
Crown suggests would have influenced the prisoner to the com- 
mission of this crime. The motive, if I understand it, seems 
to be that he desired to marry this girl, of whose person he 
had already had possession, and that he had chosen, in order 
to carry out that intention, to tread over the dead bodies of 
those two defenceless women. Marriage may, as she said, 
have been spoken of in jest, and it may have been a motive 
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Mr. Clark to some one to commit the crime ; but it is impossible to con- 
ceiye it to be a motive to the prisoner. And in the case of 
Mrs. Taylor, surely the motive was less. It appears — for the 
Crown have been at the pains to show it — ^that this unhappy 
man had his bank account overdrawn by scMne £300, and had 
borrowed upon two policies of insurance to the extent of £200 — 
insurances which he had effected in 1861. They tell you that, 
though he was the idol of Mrs. Taylor, and was able» I daresay, 
to obtain anything which that lady could give him, nevertheless, 
to obtain some chance oi succession — for he did not even know 
of the existence of the will which settled the life-interest of 
her estate upon his children, and, in the event of her daughter's 
death, gave him the annual interest until his children reached 
a certain age — he murdered this old lady who had trusted him 
and loved him so well. 

Gentlemen, it is not in human nature to believe that these 
motives which are assigned or suggested by the Crown could 
ever, in the least degree, have actuated any human being to the 
commission of offences so hideous as these. And therefore, 
gentlemen, you must approach the consideration of the evidence 
in this case, keeping fully before you the fearful crimes which 
are charged against the prisoner, and keeping Uiis further before 
you, that there is no assignable motive or motives which can 
be suggested that could in the least impel him to the commission 
of such crimes. But the Solicitor-Greneral says the crimes are 
so similar — the illness of the daughter is so very like that of 
the mother — ^that probably^ou would trace in all this, to use 
my learned friend's expression, the finger of a medical man; 
and he dealt with this probability as proof upon which you are 
to proceed in this case. But put the likelihood of this before 
you, and consider then if this be a crime which a doctor would, 
in such a position, be likely to commit. Tou had it proved in 
evidence yesterday that in cases of poisoning by a metallic 
poison, such as antimony, the poison is necessarily found in 
the body of the victim, and proves always to be the surest 
means for the detection of the crime. No doubt Professor 
Maclagan said that it was possible there might be cases in 
which all trace of metallic poison might disappear; but his 
long experience — and no one has had greater experience than 
he—did not enable him to cite any case which had actually 
occurred. And consider further that this was not only a crime 
which a medical man was unlikely to commit, but it was a crime 
which was not committed in the best way ; for he used no occult 
poison, of which, as a doctor, he had the knowledge, but he 
used antimony which, as a medical man, he must have known 
left traces clear and unmistakable. When you assume, there- 
fore, the liklihood of his committing these offences, yet from 
the character of the crime, from its mode of commission, it 

244 



Addresses to Jury. 



is impossible to saj there u anything to lead 70U to suppose Mr. Clark 
that as a medical man he would commit it in the manner in 
which the Crown accuses him. 

Now, to sum up these considerations which the Crown haye 
pressed upon you as indicating that the prisoner must have 
been the person who committed the crime, they are — ^that, in 
the first place^ he had an opportunity of conmiitting it; and, 
in the second place, he was in possession of the means. It is 
far from me to deny or dispute that he was. If the charge 
of poisoning be a chinrge of poisoning by a husband against a 
wife living in the same house, to say Siat there was opportunity 
is simply to allege that they stood in that relation towards 
each other. That particular goes a very short way — indeed, 
goes no way at all — in even suggesting or indicating guilt. 
Opportunity in many cases does so, and forms a frequent 
topic in this criminal court, but never in such a case as this. 
If you find a case where the crime is committed, and where 
the person who has been charged with committing the crime 
has made an opportunity for himself — has been zealous in 
obtaining opportunities — then opportunity is of the greatest 
possible importance and the strongest possible evidence; but 
to say that he has opportunity in this case is nothing more than 
to say it was likely, as, indeed, it was true, that the husband 
who was attending the sickbed of his wife should carry to her 
some of her meals himself, and send scmie up by others. But 
that he should do so is, I am sure, neither unnatural, nor does 
it suggest guilt. It would have been fri^tfuUy suggestive of 
guilt if, instead of sending up these meaJs, and taking them up 
himself, he had always chosen some other agent to carry up 
these meals and administer the food she was taking. If that 
had been the case, I should have been inclined to say that the 
Crown would have had a case much more strong to indicate 
guilt than they have when, as it stated here^ he was ministering 
to the comfort of his wife while upon her sickbed. 

Was it remarkable that he was possessed of the means of 
killing this woman by being in possession of poison? He was 
by profession a doctor, and had, no doubt, as I daresay most 
doctors have, considerable quantities of drugs in his possession. 
No doubt it came out yesterday from the evidence of Mr. 
Campbell that the quantity of aconite which he had was greater 
than that gentleman had ever sold to a medical man — as much, 
indeed, as he used in his dispensing business in the course of 
a whole twelvemonth. But see how little you can trust evidence 
like that, for we put into the box to-day two gentlemen who 
told you they were in the habit of making up prescriptions of 
aconite containing in each no less than half an ounce, and 
that they were in the habit of selling large quantities of that 
tincture in a year. No doubt the prisoner was in the habit 
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p. Clark o^ using large quantities of tartarised antunooy, and mudi ol 
this he ia charged with having administered to his wile. Bifc 
does that prove anything in this easel It merely proves tibst 
he was in possession of the substances which he is chargsd 
with having administered to those women. To that ext^it the 
Crown have proved their case; but how far ia it possiUe ts 
say that he obtained those poisons for the purpose of committing 
murder 1 The possession of those poisons is founded upon bj 
the Crown as showing that he intended to use them for a 
felonious purpose. But is it possible to conceive that he bought 
those quantities of antimony and other drugs for the purpose 
of conmiitting murder? It ia perfectly out of the question to 
suppose so. If those poisons had been ao used, they must have 
been most destructive, as the strength was enormoua. The 
amount of aconite necessary to kill is a very minute dose 
indeed. 

But it is not unimportant in considering this question, and 
it is very important especially in considering the argument of 
the Solicitor-General — ^that these poisons were not kept in any 
locked press^ but, upon the contrary, were within the reach oi 
the household. If one thing is established in this case it ii 
the fact to which I now allude. I am not commending the 
prudence of leaving drugs exposed to those in the house. It 
is not a question (S prudence, it is a question of crime we are 
considering, and it is establudied by all the evidence we have 
heard that those poisons were kept in an unlocked press in the 
consulting-ro<Mn, within the reach of the other persons living 
in the prisoner's house. And take in connection with this 
matter, what I think the Sc^icitor-General could hardly explain, 
namely, that it further appeared that Connell, one <^ the 
boarders in the house, took ill in November, when Mrs. 
Pritchard was absent; that his illness recurred in February, 
when, no doubt, Mrs. Pritchard was in the house; and that 
the doctor himself took ill precisely in the same way, both 
indicating all these symptoms of poisoning which are relied 
upon as establishing that the persons into whose death we 
are inquiring, died from the effects of the poison. The Solicitor- 
General says, " Oh, the doctor would take no harm ; I can 
hardly conceive of the prisoner being poisoned." It is per- 
fectly incredible that while in the course of poisoning his wife 
he so suffered and took no notice of it. I think I shall be able 
to show you — it is a remark I have to make, and I think 
it is right you should have it in view — when we come to 
consider the articles of poisoned food which are in question, 
which the Crown say are poisoned, that there was not one of 
these articles of food which ever reached the lips of Mrs. Taylor 
or Mrs. Pritchard without passing through other hands than 
those of the prisoner; and it is odd enough that, in regard to 
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eaak of these three articles of poiacmed food, the per8(»i who Mr. Clark 
administers it, and who carries away the food left, is this girl 
Mary M*Leod. 

Now, gentlemen, these are the preliminary observations 
which I think it right to make in considering ihe question upon 
which jou are now called upon to decide. It will not do, I 
again repeat^ to proceed upon suspicion or probability. Tou 
can only proceed upon proof, as distinct from conjecture, 
suspicion, or probability. It will not do for the Solicitor- 
General, in conducting this case, to say, '' I have estab- 
lished that one of two persons must have committed these 
crimes," and that you can probably trace tihe finger of a medical 
man in connection with those crimes. Probability will never 
support a conviction. It will not do for my learned friend to 
say, as he did at the close of his speech, as regards the death of 
Mrs. Pritchard, it was the act of either the prisoner or of Mary 
M'Leod, but that it was not likely that a girl of fifteen would 
have the skill to do it Do you not think that he shrinks from 
the onus of proof when he accepts this convenient mode of getting 
rid of the difficulty, as he must prove that it is one of those two 
persons who did it t He must prove by evidence that it was not 
Mary M'Leod, or some one else in the houses and it was only by 
showing that it was not Mary M'Leod that he can bring this 
charge home to the prisoner. And, gentlemen, while on this 
topic, let me make this further observation before I examine 
more minutely the evidence of the case. I was struck, in 
the course of this trial, by a very singular omission on the part 
of the Crown, intentional as it must have been. They were 
speaking of the persons who cooked the food ; and they came to 
Catherine Lattimer, who spoke to the tapioca in which they 
said antimony had been placed. They Htked Catherine 
Lattimer if it was true that she put nothing into that tapioca, 
and she told you that there was nothing in it exc^t tapioca, 
and that Mrs. Pritchard chose to put the sugar into it to suit 
her own taste. But it is remarkable that when the Solicitor- 
General puts that dilemma to you upon which his whole case 
is founded — ^that it was either Mary M'Leod or the prisoner 
— in the course of his examination of Mary Mlieod he 
did not venture to ask the question, " Did you put nothing 
into these poisoned articles which, by yomr hands, you have 
carried to the lips of these two victims, Mrs. Taylor and 
Mrs. Pritchard? " It is a singular omission in the case of the 
Crown, which necessarily depends upon being able to select 
between those two persons whom the Solicitor-General stated 
were the only two persons who could have committed the 
miurder, that tiiey did not venture to put the question to exclude 
upon her evidence the fact that she mi^t have been guilty. 
And this is all the more strong, please to keep in view — all the 
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• Clarii more strong that I ihall trace immediately through her handi, 
and through her hands alone, every article of poisoned food of 
which we haye heard ; and I think 1 will be able to show jtra 
that the prisoner had nothing to do with any one of them. 

Now, gentlemen, let us take the two cases separatdy; and 
as Mrs. Taylor was the person who first died, I shall state shortlj 
the case which I have to submit to you upon the eTidence 
applicable to this unfortunate lady. Mrs. Taylor was tskes 
ill on the 24th February. Some uncertainty there ^pean to 
be about the hour. She had come on the 10th ; she was takes 
ill on the 24th ; and ultimately died early in the morning of 
Saturday, the 25th February. Her illness was not long. 
Thwe were certain symptoms commented upon by the Solicitor- 
General, of her vomiting and purging in the course of that 
forenoon ; but it is quite certain that she did not die of the 
administration of antimony. It is proved by the medical 
evidence — and it is the case of the Crown — ^that in her case 
antimony was not the agent which caused her death ; but it is 
said that it was a more subtle poison still ; and they attributed 
it to theaoonite which existed in that solution of morphia of which 
she was possessed, and which she used to a considerable extent 
Now, let us see what tiie evidence is as to the cause of this 
ladjr's death. Antimony was found in her body on the chemical 
examination after her death; but, as I said before, we maj 
discard that, for it is not now said to be the cause of her death. 
There is a question whether it was opium which she herself 
possessed, or whether it was aconite which had been murderouslj 
introduced into the opium. The case for the Crown — that 
aconite was the cause of death — ^necessarily depends upon their 
being able to show, from the symptoms which w^re observed bv 
Dr. Paterson — the only person who saw her alive when she was 
suffering under the influence of the poison — whethw these sjrmp- 
toms are to be attributed to aconite to the exclusion of opium, 
or at all events to be attributed to aconite taken along with 
opium. 

What is the evidence which we have upon this matter! I 
take what I think is not unnaturally the evidence which is best 
to be relied upon — the evidence given by the gentleman who 
observed the case; because the only two others who were 
examined upon the matter — Dr. Maclagan and Dr. Littlejohn 
— ^were merely giving scientific opinions. Dr. Paterson stated 
on his examination that he b^ieved, when he saw Mrs. Taylor 
on the 24th February, that she was narcotised — suffering under 
opium, dying from its influence — and he described the symp- 
toms, which I need not go over. Amongst others, he deaoribed 
the symptoms of laborious, oppressed breathing, which he at a 
subsequent examination described as what some people would 
call stertorous breathing; described, further, coma as existmg — 
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^ a ooma wfaioh, at the time of obsexratioQ, he looked upon asMp.Clmrk 
the coma which is produced by the taking of a narcotic poison, 
such as opium. Now, no other person has anything further to 
go upon, so far as symptoms are concerned, except what Dr. 
Paterson, the onlj obseryer, himself obsenred; and Dr. Pater- 
B<m, having heard the whole history of the case, and having been 
examined, retained the opinion which he had before expressed — 
which he had expressed at the time — ^and attributed the death 
to Mrs. Taylor taking too much opium. He did not suppose 
that there was any indication whatever of the presence of any 
other poison. No doubt he said, in answer to a question put 
from the bench, that it was not impossible that aconite might 
have been present; but surely the statement that it is not 
impossible that aconite was present is not a statement which can 
in any degree support the case of the Crown. 

And what do iiie other medical gentlemen sayf I asked 
Dr. Maclagan, who studied the question, if these were the symp- 
toms of poisoning by opium, and he said they were not. I 
asked him why he said there was no coma, and that the breathing 
was imperceptible and not laborious. Dr. Maclagan had not 
observed very minutely what Dr. Paterson said, for Dr. Paterson 
said there was ooma — that there was laborious, oppressed 
breathing. I referred Dr. Maclagan to the testimony which 
Dr. Paterson gave, and he said, *' You may throw that out of 
account altogether; it is of no consequence. Imperceptible 
breathing does not indicate aconite as distinct from opium." 
Upon this he founded his opinion that aconite was present, and 
that she was not suffering from opium. He threw out of view 
that symptom when he found that he had omitted to notice 
that Dr. Paterson was particular in establishing that there was 
oppressed breathing as contra-distinguished from imperceptible 
breathing, which indicates the presence of aconite. But Dr. 
Maclagan went further and said, "It is oppressed breathing 
only, not stertorous breathing." But Dr. Paterson was re- 
called, and we have him afterwards stating that he preferred to 
call it oppressed breathing, and that most people called it 
snoring or stertorous breathing. The words imply the same 
meaning. Therefore I think it is out of the question to say 
that the Crown have established the proposition upon which 
the whole case of the Solicitor-Oeneral rests, that aconite was 
the agent which led to this lady's death. I am assuming — ^I 
don't care to enter into the question — ^that that lady had not 
died a natural death. But I only ask you to consider whether 
there is evidence on this point, on which the whole case for 
the Crown turns, of the administration of aconite. For I think 
the best evidence is that of the observer at the time — an 
observer not, as I shall afterwards be able to show, in favour of 
the prisoner, but against him — ^who tells yoU that both at the 
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bClwk time and now he is of opinion that opium was the agent which 
caused death. 

Let us now see whether it was not possible for this death to 
occur without in any d^ree l^eing connected with the prisoner. 
Assuming for a momeut that opium may have been the cause of 
death — 1 am not bound to put it in the least degree higher- 
let us see whether it was not possible that this death mig^t 
have occurred without the agency of the prisoner. Let at 
assume for a moment that no antimony had been administered 
— I shall consider the proof as to that — ^what was more likelj 
than that this old lady might have taken a large dose of opium, 
as was suggested at the time by Dr. Paterson, and was spoken 
of by the prisoner himself, who said he believed she had been 
indulging in that stuff! It is the case for the Crown that iho 
was suffering from vomiting and purging; and what, I ask, 
more likely than that, to relieve the pain from which she was 
suffering, she might have overdosed herself with the drug, of 
which she was so plentifully in possession ? And if this is a fair 
and reasonable theory to take, why shoiild you go upon the 
probability of the Crown, and say we i^all prefer the probability 
of the Crown to the probability of the other side, and find that 
Mrs. Taylor died from the administration of aconite, though it 
might have been that opium was the cause of her death, of whidi 
she herself was abundantly possessed) I do not say that the 
old lady committed, (ht intended to commit, suicide ; far from 
that. But a person in the habit of using dangerous drugs, even 
though acquainted with the use of them, may have killed hersdf 
by an overdose, more especially if it be true, as the case for the 
Crown indicates, that her system had been reduced by antimony 
previously administered. Nothing was more likely to have 
happened than this — ^that, being so reduced, and taking an over- 
dose by mistake for the purpose of relieving herself from the 
pains and vomiting from which she suffered — nothing, I say, is 
more possible than that she may have taken too much for her 
reduced system of body, and died from taking that opium in 
the possession of which ^e was to such an extent. 

But, gentlemen, all these considerations are of very little 
consequence until you come to the question of considering 
whether there is proof of the administration. It is of com- 
paratively little importance in what way this unhappy lady 
died; but it is of the greatest consequence whether it was from 
the pris(Mier's hands, or through his instrumentality, that the 
poison was received. Now, I think I can show you that, as 
regards this unhappy w<Hnan, there is no proof that he adminis- 
tered any poison whatever. The only poisoned article which the 
Crown can even by their own evidence suggest that she received 
was the tapioca which was obtained, I think, upon the 13th 
for Mrs. Pritchard's use. The case of Uie Crown ia that anti- 
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' mony wa« put into it by the prisoner ; for the tapioca, no doubt, Mr. dark 

contained antimony. Let us look at the history of this tapioca; 
^ it is a y^y imp<M'tant item in the case. It would have been 
^ well if the Solicitor-General had explained at a little greater 
* length how he connected the prisoner with it. It appears that 
' after Mrs. Taylor came to visit her daughter on the 10th 
Februaiy — on the Monday following, the 13th — it was suggested, 
apparently through Mrs. Taylor, in the course of the forenoon 
of that day, that Mrs. Pritchard would like some tapioca. There 
was no talk previously of there having been any tapioca required 
for the use of Mrs. Pritchard. She was ill and in bed, and her 
mother thought that tapioca would be food which she might 
relish, or, it may be, Mrs. Pritchard herself may have suggested 
that she should like it. Accordingly, some tapioca is got by 
the little boy, who is sent to buy it, and it is brought in 
and received, oddly enough, by Mary M'Leod. She says it was 
placed for some short time-^she does not tell how long, about 
half an hour, perhaps — on the lobby table. According to 
Catherine Lattimer's statement, Mary M'Leod takes down the 
tapioca to Catherine; but, according to Mary's statement, it 
was taken down by Mrs. Taylor herself. Now, the suggestion 
of the Crown here is that the prisoner put this antimony into 
the tapioca, and that it was so nicely adjusted to the tapioca 
which had been bought as to produce sickness leading to 
death, but not to produce death itself. From what the Solicitor- 
General said it would have been certainly of some importance 
to have shown that the prisoner had any opportunity of putting 
any poison into the tapioca, but it is not even proved — ^there 
is not a shadow of evidence — that he had any opportunity 
whatever. The tapioca was received by Mary M'Leod, and 
taken down to the kitchen after having lain a short time on 
the lobby table; and there is not a vestige of evidence to show 
that the prisoner was even in the house at the time. Catherine 
Lattimer and Mary M'Leod could have told you that, but there 
is not a suggestion on the part of the Crown that Dr. Pritchard 
was present in the house at that time. He was a man accus- 
tomed to exercise an active profession, and, of course, naturally, 
would be out at that period of the day; but, at all events, it 
is not even phown that he was aware in the least degi'ee that 
his wife desired tapioca, or that his mother-in-law had ordered 
it. It is not even ^own that there was the least possibility 
of his introducing antimony into that bag. The antimony must 
have been in the bag before it was taken down to Catherine 
Lattimer, because Lattimer prepared the tapioca from it, and 
that tapioca is said to have be^ poisoned. It is prepared by 
her and carried up by Mary M'Leod to Mrs. Pritchard, idia 
declines to take it, and it is taken by Mrs. Taylor, who, accord- 
ing to Mr. Connell, one of the students living in the house, 
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■r« Oark became ill after partaking of it. Now, when jou have poiMD 
found in a house, passing undoubtedly through certain handi; 
and among those through the hands of the onlj person whom 
the Solicitor-General sajrs he must exclude before he can coDiict 
the prisoner, how is it to be supposed that Dr. Pritchard ooold 
have anything to do with putting poison into this t^ioca, of 
the existence of which he did not know, and seeing, moreover, 
that he was not in the house at the time, and there is oo 
suggestion that he wasY The antimony was put into the bag 
in the house; but then the prisoner is not proved to be thera 
Are you to hold, therefore, that his was the felon hand that put 
in that antimony for the purpose of taking away his wife's 
life, and that he adjusted it with such nicety of measurement 
as to ensure that too much poison was not taken in any portion f 
To have done this would have taken much more time than he 
could have had, even tiiough he had the (^poriunity of putting 
it in, supposing he were in the house at the time. On the 
contrary, gentlemen, I suggest to you that it is almoet inoon' 
ceivable that he coidd have done it, and that there is upon the 
proof, as the Crown have chosen to lead it, and upon which 
you must find your verdict, a greater probability that it might 
have been another hand than his which put in thiat poiscm. Tet 
with all the probability in favour of another person, Uie Solicitor- 
General's whole case is this — ^the murder was committed bj 
one of two, and it is not likely that a girl like Mary MliCod 
was the person. 

Is there any further proof of administration in this case? 
Not the slightest — ^there is no other proof vdiatever; no other 
poiscMied food traced to the prisoner, or anything to show in 
the slightest degree that he was connected with it. Ab regards 
lira Taylor's case, therefore, that is the whole evidence of 
administraticMi. But there is a bottle of Battley's Solution, 
which she had in her pocket, and which, apparently, she carried 
about with her ; and it is suggested that the prisoner may have 
put in the aconite and the antimony which were found in that 
mixture. He knew, no doubt, that she was taking it ; but it is 
not in the least degree proved that he knew where it waa, in 
what bottle it was, or where Mrs. Taylor kept the bottle. Oddly 
enough, Mary M'Leod did know, tor she bought it for Mrs. 
Taylor and brought it home. But what is the ground of the 
suggestion that aconite had been put into that bottle b^ore 
Mrs. Taylor died! What is there to prove itt All that yoa 
have is that Dr. Maclagan and Dr. Littlejohn think the symptoms 
indicated aconite, though they are contradicted by the person 
who actually observed its effects. And what became ot this 
bottle? It was found in her pocket after her death. Is it 
possible to suppose that he had means of getting at the bottle 
before her death to administer the poison? How could he? 
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It was carried about upon her person, and there is not the sli^test Hi 
suggestion that he ever had access to it; and yet you are asked 
to act upon that suggestion, because, to use the words of the 
Solicitor-General, " You may probably trace the administration 
to a medical hand/' You are asked to convict the prisoner upon 
probabilities so vague and general that I wonder the Solicitor- 
General thought proper to lay them before you. No; probsr 
bilities in this case will not do. It is proof, and proof alone, 
that you can go upon. Now, what was the hktory of that 
bottle! It was found in her pocket, no doubt, when the body 
was being dressed by these two women, Mary Patterson and 
Mrs. Nabb, and even they did not know the very great quantity, 
perhaps, Uiat this oLd lady had taken. But still more; sup- 
posing that she should take no aconite, she had taken sufficient 
of the mixture to account for her death. Assuming that the 
highest mark on the bottle, as spoken to by Dr. Penny, is a 
correct one, it would come to be not more than 2f ounces that 
had been taken. Now, what became of the bottle? It is said 
Dr. Pritchard took it away. No doubt that was a not unnatural 
circumstance; but, if he took it away after the murder, it is 
of very little consequence what he did with it. If he had 
previously put the antimony and aconite into it, would it not 
have been very easy for him to have thrown the bottle aside! 
But, instead of that, we have him expressing his surprise to 
dieee two women that she had taken such a great quantity of 
the medicine which she was accustomed to take. He takes 
away the bottle, and brings it back again, and there it remains 
until taken possession of and examined by Dr. Penny, who 
then finds that there exists in it some aconite and antimony. 
But where is the shadow of proof that the prisoner put it there! 
The bottle was lying open — ^it was not locked up in any way — 
it remained in the house from the death of Mrs. Taylor on the 
25th February till after the prisoner was apprehended, more 
than a month later. Any person in the house might have access 
to it, and yet all that can be suggested to prove that the 
prisoner put in this antimony and aconite before her death was 
contained in that observation of my learned friend, that you 
could probably trace here the finger of a medical man. It is a 
singular request to you to proceed in such a case on such a 
sugc^estion. 

Then another consideration on which the Solicitor-General 
founded strongly was, that the accused gave an account to the 
re^strar that Mrs. Taylor had died of paral3r8is and apoplexy, 
which is not, as he says, true, and which the prisoner could not 
have believed. Now, in the utter absence of any proof of the 
administration of poison to Mrs. Taylor, is it to be considered 
as a proof of his guilt that he said this woman had 
died of some disease of which she did not die — that she 
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. Clark had died from natural disease, while reallj she had bea 
poisoned t But what did he saj to these two woHienf He nid, 
when they found the bottle, " Good heavens, I am surprised to 
find what a quantity she has taken." But it seems that Ae 
was able to take about 150 drops a day, and was it, therefore, 
unnatural for him in the circumstances to iise the exprenia 
that she had died from natural causes? Th«i Dr. Pateme 
had previously told him that, in his opinion, she had died d 
poisoning by opium ; and what was therefore more natural than 
for the prisoner, on being visited next day by his fatlier-in-hT. 
to say, ''The death wna sudden and apoplectic'*? Wasitvar 
unnatural for the son-in-law meeting his father-in-law to ascribe 
the death to natural disease, though he knew it was really to 
be ascribed to taking opium? It may have been wrong— it 
was quite wrong in him to send an improper account to die 
registrar, who was bound to register the cause of death. I am 
not justifying the act at all — I am considering only the questiso 
of whether you can infer guflt from the circumstance that he 
tells his father-in-law that death resulted from natural cauaei. 
Well, knowing that the unfortunate woman died from taking 
too much opium, I do not think that is a very unnatural 
circumstance; he does not wi^ the true cause of his mother- 
in-law's death to appear — he wished rather to conceal it. He 
tells his father-in-law what he thinks of it, and also tells him 
to go to Dr. Paterson: but Dr. Paterson declines to give the 
information, for he refers the father-in-law to the son-in-lsw 
again for the cause of death. But if he was intending to coDoeal 
the cause of death, so as to prevent inquiry, and that, too, 
with a guilty knowledge, would he have sent his fatiier-in-law 
to Dr. Paterson? Would he not at once have certified the death 
himself, as he afterwards did? Dr. Paterson would not do it. 
His dignity or etiquette would not allow him to do it; he was 
the consulting, and not the attending, physician, and he takes 
little notice of the old gentleman, but refers him back to the 
son-in-law, who says, and, I think, says humanely enough, the 
cause of death was apoplexy, and does not dioose to ascribe 
it to its real cause, which would indeed be painful for a husband 
to hear. I do not say that he was justified in taking the course 
he did ; I am not justifying the morality of the act ; but, looking 
to the circumstances that are presented to us, is there any degree 
of guilty knowledge exhibited when he asked Dr. Paterson to 
inform his father-in-law of the cause of death and to grant a 
certificate, and was only forced to take the step he did by Dr. 
Paterson refusing to act upon the suggestion? 

But, gentlemen, there are some other aspects that he gives 

of it — some " false aspects " which the Solicitor-General founds 

so much upon, and which all depend upon the evidence of Dr. 

Paterson— and Dr. Paterson, I think, in a case of this kind, is 
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not justly entitled to all the consideration with wiiich he was Mr. CiMk 
treated by the Solicitor-General; for I venture to say that no 
witness in a case of murder ever exhibited so great an animus 
as that gentleman did when he was examined in the box, and 
I would call attention to one or two curious facts connected 
with his examination. Why, he had got the exact distance 
between his house and tiie prisoner's house, for when he was 
asked, " How far is it? " he replied at once, " 195 yards." A 
criminal detective could not have answered with greater pre- 
cision, or given it oiff with a better air; but there was also 
something more suggested by him, which he had no reason to 
suggest. What he told you here in the witness-box was that 
he met Dr. Pritchard accidentally on the 1st of March, and that 
Dr. Pritchard asked him to come and see his sujffering wife 
next day; but Dr. Patereon added, with something which I 
confess seemed like a sneer, ''he would not have asked me if 
it had not been for the accidental meeting." How does Dr. 
Paterson know thatf I should think Dr. Paterson regrets 
extremely having made that observation from the witness-box 
when he was sworn to speak upon oath, for it was merely con- 
jecture, which could proceed from nothing but animus in his 
mind against the prisoner. He had no right to draw his own 
conclusicms in that way. It might have been an accidental 
meeting, or it might not. Granting that it was so, as Dr. 
Paterson describes it, he has no right, because he is asked at 
this accidental meeting to visit the prisoner's wife on the 
following day, to say that that request would not have been 
made had it not been for that accidental meeting with Dr. 
Pritchard on the street. And I do think that, considering the 
bias which that gentleman has shown, and the conduct which 
he has displayed with regard to this melancholy case, I am 
not too strong in saying that very little credence is to be placed 
(m his observations or remarks upon this case as against the 
prisoner. From the position Dr. Paterson occupied in the box — 
a position which the Solicitor-General declined to characterise, 
an example which I shall follow — I will leave you to consider 
whether that gentleman is speaking exactly the truth, or has 
been speaking, I do not say distinctly untruths, but speaking from 
the prejudice he had formed in regard to this case from the 
timie it commenced. And consider what he said in speaking of 
Mrs. Pritchard, that when he was called in to see Mrs. Taylor 
on the night on which she died, on the 24th February, he did not 
speak to Mrs. Pritchard, but saw her, and, seeing her, he formed 
the conclusion that she was being poisoned — ^poisoned by some 
persofn to him unknown. That was the conviction which he 
formed. Well, gentlemen, he sa3rs he was frightened to tell 
Dr. Pritchard about it — " It was an unsafe thing to speak of," 
said the doctor. Was it unsafe to tell the poor father the next 
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Mr. Clark day when he came to call upon him to aflcertain tli€ came of 
his wife's death — ^was there any danger in telling him, or n^ 
geeting that he should take some steps to save his daogiiter 
from being murdered, which he. Dr. Patersoa, as a medical 
man, knew, or which he was convinced was being donef Then 
was no danger — ^nothing but a suggestion to be made, and tiie 
woman might have been saved. Tet Dr. Paterson, in the bet 
of the conviction that murder was being done, would do nothing 
whatever to arrest its course. Nay, more; even a more fesrfil 
thing was said by him in the witness-box. He was asked on tbe 
1st March by the husband, in the manner which I have stated, 
to visit the wife on the 2nd March, and he did so, believing that 
that woman was being murdered by s(xne one to him unknown, 
retaining that conviction ; and, when he saw her upon the 
second occasion, that conviction was, he said, oonfirmed. And, 
gentlemen. Dr. Paterson told you that either through fear of 
breach of etiquette or dignity, being but a consulting physician, 
and not attending the patient, he called then merely as a friend 
to express condolence— he gave no hint to this unhappy lady, 
as he and she sat alone, about the murder which he was con- 
vinced was being practised upon her. I shall not characterise 
the position which Dr. Paterson holds ; but if wbat he says is to 
be believed, I beg you, gentlemen, to judge of the conduct of 
that medical man, who was afraid, from motives of his own — 
fearful of his purse — fearful of his person — ^fearful of his reputa- 
tion — ^to arrest the progress, or take any steps to arrest the 
progress, of a murder which he was convinced was being 
perpetrated. 

Gentlemen, for Dr. Paterson's own sake^ I refuse to believe 
that statement. It is a statement which I think cannot be 
believed; it is a prejudice which has grown upon this man, 
as its expression clearly indicated — ^which he has attained bj 
brooding over this case. I do not believe that he saw any 
symptoms ot poisoning, or else he would have acted, as everj 
medical man would have acted, unselfishly, nobly, and gene^ 
ously in the matter. And when you see that this is inconsistent 
with the whole conduct of the profession to which he belongs^ 
I ask you to disbelieve many of the statements which he makea 
You cannot rely upon these statements, given with a bias, for 
he tells you what is incredible or only credible at the loss of 
his own honour, which I am sure he will strive studiously to 
guard. He has become a partisan in this matter altogether, 
and has forgotten what is due to his position and his profession. 
All that can be said of Dr. Paterson is this, that he speaks 
about what the prisoner said about the beer, and speaks further 
al>out what the prisoner said about Mra Taylor falling; yet, 
after all, this is merely an account of a circumstance given bj 
Dr. Paterson some m<Hith8 after the matter oocurred. And 
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because the prisoner did make some atatements which are not Hp. Clark 
exactly consistent with the trutii aa now disclosed upon the 
evidence, are you to believe^ upon Dr. Paterson's word, and 
upon hifl word only, that these statements so made showed guilty 
knowledge! I can quite understand how it should be that, after 
there is proof of administration, you may support that proof 
by eyidence of falsehoods which the prisoner might tell, if you 
have reliable evidence to prove that falsehoods were stated. 
But when you have no evidence of the administration of poison — 
when the evidence is all the other way, that he did not achninister 
that poison, then I think you cannot eke out the probabilities 
of the case by appealing to falsehoods depending upon evidence 
like that here, as showing conclusively, beyond reasonable doubt, 
that the prisoner was the man wiio committed that foul crime 
upon the person of his mother-in-law. Gentlemen, that is the 
examination which I make of the evidence in the case of Mrs. 
Taylor; and you will please to observe that, though I think I 
have brought out the whole proof which touches upon this 
matter, there is na proof whatever to connect the prisoner 
with any administration of poison except suspicion, and this 
suspicion arising from the fact of his being a medical man. 

Let us see if it stands diiffer^ntly in the case of Mrs. Pritchard. 
No doubt he attended her bedside, as he was bound to do as 
her husband — as he was bound to do as a physician; and no 
doubt he ascribes her death to gastric fever, to which gastric 
fever that death undoubtedly was not due. But is it so very 
clear that a disease, which indicated itself in the manner which 
was described, might not have been mistaken even by a skilful 
medical man for gastric fever? On that matter, if I am not 
mistaken, we have no evidence. We have, no doubt, evidence 
now given in the course of the trial that the symptoms were 
sjrmptoms of poisoning by antimony; but are the symptoms of 
poisoning by antimony so easily distinguished by a person 
assumed to be innocent of tiie administration of itf It is all 
very well at this present time, when the case has come out, 
and the chemical analysis has been made, for medical men to 
say that the symptoms are consistent witii poisoning by anti- 
mony, and suggestive of poisoning by antimony — to make that 
statement not only when their suspicions are aroused, but 
when they know by the chemical investigation that antimony 
was present in the body. But, gentlemen, it is a perfectly 
dijfferent case when the administration is going on; and I do 
not think there is any evidence whatever to show that the 
symptoms of poisoning by antimony are capable of easy 
detection. No such question that I know of was put to the 
medical witnesses. Therefore, the whole case of the Crown 
necessarily fails on this matter, upon which they have founded 
so mudi; for they say that Dr. Pritchard is to be presumed 
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Mr. Ckupk guUty of those offences because he should easilj and at a 
have known that something was wrcmg, and that it was tJbmi 
his putting it down to gastric fever. All very weD, when one 
is wise alter the fact» to ascribe it to this pcMBoo* becsue iti 
presence has been previously ascertained; but ooosider, if ym 
please, whether there is anj eyidenoe to ehow that, though k 
might have been wrong as to the existence of fever, he eoold 
have known or suspected that there was poisonings by antimooy. 
The only evidence which we have upon this matter is nmplf 
an expression used by Dr. Gairdner, who saw Mrs. ^Mtdiard 
upon two days, on the 8th and 9th February, and, in answ 
to questions from my friends on the othor side, lie said, ''The 
case puzzled me very much." So much f(Nr the easy infereoee 
which was here made as inferring Dr. Pritchard'a guilt, thai 
Dr. Pritchard ought to have discovered the poiscxiing by sati- 
mony which waa going on in his own house, bimuself a medial 
man, as the Solicitor-General so often repeated. 

But if the prisoner was guilty of thia crime, why was he m 
perfectly willing — ^nay, desirous — that his wife should, hxn 
the assistance of friends! It was he who brou^t Mrs. Tayior» 
according to the assumption of the Sc^icitor-General ; and sflw 
Mrs. Taylor, poor thing, was taken away, what is the history 
we have upon this matter! It was suggested by Dr. Pritchsrd 
that his wife should have a nurse to attend to her; and the 
suggestion would have been carried out but for her oppositioa 
For you will remember that the witness Cathmne Lattimer, 
when examined upon the first day of the trial, stated that sbe 
conversed with Mrs. Pritchard upon that subject^ and Mia 
Pritchard said that the doctor wanted her to have a noise, 
but that she objected to strangers. And, again, the ssme 
statement was made by her brother, Dr. Taylor, who wai 
examined today, and who telb us that Dr. Pritchard offlned 
to get a nurse, but that Mrs. Pritchard refused. Is it suggested, 
therefore, that the prisoner wanted to prevent hia wife from 
getting daily and nightly attendance, and to exclude from her 
persons who had a knowledge of diseases! Now, the evidence 
shows that it was owing to her own act and wish that such 
attendance was not got. That is proved by the evidence of 
Catherine Lattimer, and still more clearly by that of Dr. 
Taylor. Was the prisoner desirous that medical men ^ould 
be excluded from her bedside! It waa suggested that Dr. 
Gairdner was called in at her desire; and some evidence wai 
led for the purpose of showing that she was desirous of having 
n, medical attendant; and that she called her husband a 
hypocrite. To this the Solicitor-€reoeral made no reference, 
and very properly so, I think, as there waa no doubt it wu 
spoken under the influence of delirium. Dr. Gairdner was there 
on the 8th and 9th February, he says; and he told you Uut 
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4i meseage had been sent to him tellmg him not to come again, Mr. Clark 
and that it was from Dr. Pritchard; but when we examined 
Dr. Taylor to see whether Dr. Gairdner was stopped from going 
again to see Mrs. Pritchard, we found that it was Mrs. Pritdi&rd 
iierself that took exception to his attendance, and prevented it. 
Dr. Paterson again was called in. No doubt there was an 
accidental meeting; no doubt, according to Dr. Paterson's 
statement with reference to this matter, it was not designed 
that he should call again, but for that statement there is no 
foundation except the bias which it would have been better 
if he had kept to himself. So that there is no reason to suppose 
that, in order to poison her, the prisoner kept persons away 
from the bedside of his wife, for it was her own act that 
prevented her having Dr. Gairdner, and it was also her own 
act that prevented proper attendants being obtained. I submit, 
therefore, that there is no probability in the circumstances 
on which the Solicitor-General founds, that the prisoner was 
desirous of secluding his wife from supervision, that he might 
the more secretly practise the arts which he is accused of having 
practised against her. 

And, now, let us turn to what is the proof of administration. 
It is very idle for the Solicitor-General to say, "I reduce the 
case to a question between Mary M*Leod and the prisoner." It 
is not enough to say that a girl of seventeen would not likely 
have been guilty of it, but I should have liked the Solicitor- 
General to have ^own anything like proof of the administration 
of poison by the prisoner. He should have shown that the 
poison never reached his wife by other than his own 
instrumentality. 

With reference to the question of poisoned food, the first 
tiling I shall notice is the poisoned cheese; and it is said that 
the cheese was poisoned by antimony, a white powder, which the 
prisoner is said to have had in his possession. We will see 
if there is any evidence to show that that was done by him. 
What is the history of it? It is spoken to by the girl Mary 
M'Leod. She tells you that she had taken up the tray for 
supper, and that on the tray were the cheese and other things 
which were placed on the table at which Dr. Pritchard and the 
other inmates of the house were sitting ; that she came out, and 
that, on returning again. Dr. Pritchard handed to her a piece 
of cheese and told her to take it to her mistress. She did 
not see it cut off the cheese; but Dr. Pritchard handed it to 
her while sitting at the table ; and it is perfectly obvious that 
it must have been cut off the cheese eaten by the family at 
supper. If he had placed antimony upon it, it must have 
been placed upon it in the presence of the persons at supper. 
You have heard the cheese described — ^a piece of yellow cheese — 
which must have indicated the white powder of tartarised 
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Ir. Clark antimony if placed upon it. It waa aQtimony that waa piaoei 
upon it if you beliere the medical witneasea, because Dt. 
Maclagan and Dr. Littlejohn stated that it indicated antimooj 
in the symptoms it produced. Is it possible that that dieett 
was drugged by Dr. Pritchard? Dr. Littlejohn suggested the 
possibility of his putting the tartariaed antimony into tk 
egg-flip; but it was not asked if it were possible to put tha 
tartarised antimony upon the cheese wiiile sitting at sapper; 
and I leave you to judge if it were possible. The piece of cheeM 
was taken up, oddly enough — I cannot help noticing the coin- 
cidence — ^by Mary M'Leod. She aays she ate a part of it, sod 
that it did her no harm ; but the residue waa taken down to 
the kitchen and eaten by Mary Patterson, and she suffered 
from vomiting. Now, will you take it into your minds if it 
was possible that the prisoner could have poisoned that cheese 
by putting on antimony when it was in the dining-room- 
sitting in the presence of others who were in the room. If he 
had wanted to poison his wife — and that is the caae placed before 
you — ^how easily he could do it in a hundred ways, withovt 
exposing himself to the observation of all those peof^e sittiii^ 
round the table, and who could not but have detected it if the 
thing had been done. 

Look again at the egg-flip, on which I will say a single word 
or two. The egg-flip was prepared in this way. The doctor 
comes and tells his servant to prepare some egg-flip, a thing 
not unnatural to be taken by a person with a delicate st<Mnach, 
as undoubtedly Mrs. Pritchard was suffering from, and not an 
unnatural thing for a medical man or a friend to order. But 
the Solicitor-General says that this was a plot for Dr. Pritchard 
to get in his drugs in this way; and he says, with a sort ol 
sneer, that Dr. Pritchard told her to beat it very smooth, as 
if for the purpose of more easily administering the poisoo. 
He supposes that he went through the diniug-room and got 
the sugar, and then into the consulting-room, and then that he 
went into the pantry and dropped the pieces of sugar on whidi 
he had put antimony into the egg-flip. Does he give any proof 
of thisf Does he suggest anything more than suspicicmt What 
is the proof of its being there? The Solicitor-General seems 
to have doubted whether the prisoner could along with the 
sugar have put in so much antimony as to have produced the 
effects which the servant girl says that she suffered; and he 
asks Dr. Littlejohn if it waa possible. Dr. Littlejohn says, ''I 
think it is possible." I asked Dr. Littlejc^n if he had ever made 
an experiment. He answered, " Not a direct experiment." 
Then I asked, "Did you ever make an indirect experiments 
To which he replied, "No." "Then you made none at all f 
" No, I did not, but from my medical knowledge I think it was 
quite possible." Dear me ! is that the kind of evidence you are 
ate 
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to be asked to rely upon! A poeaibility at the best, according Htw Clark 
to the statement of Dr. Littlejohn — a bare possibility — that 
the prisoner could have put in ihis drug with the sugar; and 
it was hardly possible to suppose it could have been done out 
of the sight of the girl Mary Patterson. The easiest thing in 
the world would have been to have prepared 8(Mne pounded 
sugar in the dining-room, into which he had introduced anti- 
mony, and never to have gone near the consulting-room at all. 
That was the natural course for the poisoner to pursue. The 
next question is whether the egg-flip was capable of producing 
the effects which are said to have been caused by it. It was 
barely possible, according to Dr. Littlejohn's opinion. Let us 
see the history of the egg-flip. Does it pass through any hands 
but his own and Mary Patterson's? It does pass through other 
hands than Mary Patterson's. It was left by Maiy Patterson 
in the pantry, and Mary M'Lieod came down for it to the 
kitchen. She was told that it was in the pantry, and she goes 
up to bring it down. There, again, you have Mary M'Lieod 
intervening in the matter, notwithstanding the dilemma 
on which the Solicitor-General placed his case; and she it is 
who carries it up to the bedroom ; and she it is who administers 
it to the patient who is suffering there. 

But there is another remarkable thing in this case. The 
amount of antimony introduced must have been a very powerful 
dose indeed; because, taking only a teaapoonful of it, as Mary 
Patterson did, she lay vomiting and suffering all night. It was 
stated that Mrs. Pritchard took a wine-glassful of the egg-flip, 
and she vomited for about half an hour or thereby afterwards. 
But surely if the strong woman took only a teaspoonful and 
the weak woman tock a glassful, she would have been destroyed 
by the action of a poison which had so powerful an effect 
upon the servant girl. How is that to be explained f That is 
a matter which the Crown has not in any way cleared up at 
all, and I say there is no proof whatever that in any case the 
prisoner had put any poison in any food administered to his 
wife. The whole case stands upon mere probabilities — ^mere 
suggestions, that with opportunities and means in his posses- 
sion he must have been the guilty party, and that no other 
person had the skill to do it. But I wish you also to notice 
that, instead of being worse after taking that egg-flip, as Mary 
M'Leod has said, Mrs. Pritchard was rather better, and there- 
fore it is very inconceivable that there was anything in this 
egg-flip which caused Mary Patter8(»i to suffer. It must have 
been from something else she took. She spoke to the prisoner 
of her illness, but did not mention the egg-flip in connection 
with that illness, and yet she tells that the moment she took 
it she noticed that it had a very bad taste, llien it is a curious 
thing that Doctors Maclagan and Littlejohn have stated that 
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• Clark tartariaed antimony is a oomparativelj taateless aubstanee. 
Mary Patterson, speaking of what she experienced when «he 
took the egg-flip, says that the oHMnent she put it to her mon^ 
she felt a burning sensation, and said — ** OL, what a taste it 
has!" — ^not the burning sensation in her throat, which «m 
afterwards apdken to — but when she put this substance to her 
lipa Tliis must have been caused by some other substance, 
not antimony at all. The fact that she experienced a bad taste 
is inc(Misiatent with the theory that there was any antimooj 
there; but, be there antimony there or not> how yoo are aUe 
to reconcile thoee discrepancies I do not understand. Sufficieot 
for me to say that there is no proof whatever that the priaoner^A 
hand did put in the antimony. There is as much proof that 
it was put in by another, through whose hands every one of 
these articles had passed. 

Gentlemen, I have now considered pretty nearly aSl the 
evidence which I think the Solicitor-General relied on, and 
with which it is necessary to detain you in this case. Theie 
are the only instances of poisoning on which the Solicitor- 
General proceeded, so far as I know, and therefore it would 
be idle for me to attempt to detain you by disproving circum- 
stances upon which the Crown do not rely. Now, you will keep 
in view that this is a case where the Crown undertook to profe 
the administration of poison. It is not a case on which thej 
can obtain a verdict, as I would again repeat, by probabilities, 
inferences, or presumptions. They have stated the case against 
the prisoner, and are bound to show by conclusive evidence^ 
without any reasonable doubt, that the prisoner is guilty of 
the crime with which he is charged. It would have been desir- 
able in a case of this kind that the Crown should have satisfied 
the burden of proof which is upon them by proving that on 
some one occasion the prisoner was detected in administering 
poisons. If t^e case was proved that the poison had been 
administered in the course of months in a house <^ which he 
was, no doubt, the head, but in which also there were other 
persons, how is it possible, if you are to accept the case for 
the Crown as conclusive of the prisoner's guilt, that throughout 
the investigation they have made into the history of that house 
during these months, they have not been able to trace one case 
of poisoning to the prisoner's hands? In every case where they 
have obtained evidence of there being poisoned food in the 
house Mary M'Leod is concerned. In the case of the tapioca 
it is impossible to conceive the prisoner concerned. In that 
of the cheese it is almost equally impossible and incredible. 
And yet, while I think the evidence frees him from suspidoD 
as regards these cases — cases in which, according to the Crown, 
poison was put in Mrs. Pritchard's food — ^yet they concludsd 
without a shadow of evidence that he was the foul potsoner 
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wh<s during these three montha, protracted his wife's su£Fering8 
until she died in his arms on the 28th of March. 

Gentlemen, the case is utterly beyond belief. The Crown 
admitted their obligation to pro?e this case by the clearest 
possible evidence, and yet the elaborate speech of the Solicitor- 
General is reduced to this, that there were but two persons 
who could conmiit the crime — ^the prisoner and Mary M'Leod. 
Mary M'Leod's hand is found in connection with eveiy one of 
these acts of administering poisoned food; and yet, without 
asking her whether she put anything into the food, the Crown 
aska you to belieye that she was not guilty, and therefore that 
the prisoner was guilty. If one of two persons committed the 
crime, then most assuredly the burden rested upon the Crown 
to exclude one of these two from the possibility of having 
committed the offence, and they never can discharge that burden 
by Uie mere suggestion that it is unlikely that a girl of seven- 
teen would commit that offence; because, though it noay be 
unlikely, that improbability does not prove the case which they 
assert. Therefore^ I ask you to consider die whole of the case 
upon the evidence as I have stated it to you, whether it is proved 
beyond reasonable doubt that the prisoner committed this crime ; 
or whether, rather, to say the best of the case for the Crown, 
it is not a series of suspicions and probabilities upon which they 
entirely depend, and not legal proof which would satisfy your 
mind in consigning this prisoner to an ignominious death. 
CcHisider how that family lived; consider that he was the idol 
of Mrs. Taylor; consider that he lived on the most affectionate 
terms with his wife, although, if Mary M'Leod is to be believed^ 
he was unfaithful to his marriage vows. His children, w)o 
were very capable of noticing all that was going on, pr^ed 
this. The little boy stated they lived happily together, /iliere 
is not a suggestion of there being any shadow between them, 
and yet, on the evidence of mere conjecture, such as the Crown 
founds upon, the prisoner is to be held guilty of a crime of 
unparalleled and hideous atrocity. The Solicitor-General spoke 
of his nerve. Well might he speak of his nerve if he was guilty 
of that deed. I cannot conceive of any person so hideously 
unfeeling; for during all her suffering he slept with his wife, 
and held her in his arms when she was enduring those tortures 
to which I have alluded. Tou will remember that, when her 
body was brought home to her father's house, at his own 
request the coffin was opened, and this foul murderer, if the 
story of the Crown be true, showed the body of his murdered 
wife to her relatives, and, kneeling down in Uie face of God, 
kissed for the last time those lips whidi his hand is said to 
have closed. A more cold-blooded, a more frightful, a more 
dreadful atrocity could not be supposed. It is impossible that 
the evidence of probability, upon which the whole case of the 
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■r. Clark Crown hangs, can ever juBtify you in believing that he was 
capable of committing the crime, and of the hideous hypoonij 
which he is said to have manifested. Suppose such a case — ooe 
would almost believe the thunderbolt of the Almighty would 
have stricken down the man who could have done it. 

Gentlemen, I have done. I have asked a verdict of acquittal 
for the prisoner. In your hands alone are the issues of life 
and of death. On you, and you alone, is the responsibility of 
the verdict I ask you to restore the prisoner by your verdict 
to his orphaned family and sorrowing relatives. 

The Lord Justioe-Clbbk, addressing the jury, said — I put it 
to you, gentlemen, whether it is your desire that I should now 
proceed with my charge, or whether you prefer an adjournment 
till to-morrow morning. In order to enable you to form an 
opinion, it is right to state to you that I cannot promise to 
finish to-night. My examination of the evidence will extend 
over several hours, but whichever course is more agreeable to 
you, I shall be happy to adopt. 

The jury, having intimated that they would prefer an 
adjournment, 

The Court adjourned at half -past four o'clock. 



Fifth Day— Friday, 7th July, i86s 

The Court met at ten o'clock. 

The Lord Justice-Clerk's Charge to the Jury. 

The Lord Justice-Clbrk then proceeded to charge the jury Lord 
as follows : — Gentlemen of the jury — ^The social and professional Jn«U««-CI«Pk 
position occupied by the prisoner at the bar, the great atrocity 
of the crimes laid to his charge, and the singular means by 
which it is alleged he perpetrated these crimes, make this 
indeed an extraordinary and appalling charge. It would be a 
public calamity and a great scandal upon the administration of 
justice if, in such a case, the guilty should escape punishment. 
But let me remind you also, that it would be not the less a 
calamity that the verdict, which is to be followed by the sentence 
of death, should rest upon untrustworthy or imperfect evidence, 
or that any unsatisfactory foundation should be laid for such a 
verdict as you are called upon by the prosecutor to return. 

I am sure it must have been a great satisfaction to you, 
as it certainly was to me, to see this trial conducted throughout 
on both sides of the bar with such eminent ability, and at the 
same time in such good judgment, moderation, and good temper. 
Everything the legal profession could furnish for arriving at 
the ends of justice has certainly been performed by the learned 
gentlemen who have conducted this case. The responsibility 
henceforth rests with me and with you, and with you eminently ; 
for it is your verdict that must determine whether the prisoner 
is guilty or innocent. My duty is to advise you in matters 
of law, and, at the same time, so far as I can, to aid your 
deliberations upon the evidence by digesting it for your use, 
and placing it in such a form as will enable you best to 
appreciate the several questions which you nmst consider and 
solve. 

In order to enable you to return a verdict of guilty in regard 
to either of the two charges contained in this indictment, there 
are three things of which you must be satisfied upon the 
evidence. In the first place, that the deceased died by poison ; 
in the second place, that the poison was wilfully administered, 
for the purpose of destroying life; and, in the third place, 
that it was the prisoner at the bar who so administered or 
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caused it to be administered. If the eridenoe is defectiTe in 
^•rk 2jiy one of these particulars, the prisoner is entitled to an 
acquittal ; but if, on the other hand, jou are eatisfied of these 
three things, then there remains nothing for you but the stern 
.and painful duty of conviction. We must consider the three 
different questions which are raised, therefore, separate from 
one another ; and I proceed to call your attention, in the first 
place, to the evidence as to the cause of death in regard to 
both of the deceased ladies, for it is not mj purpose in dealing 
with the evidence here to separate the two charges entirely 
from each other, simply because I think it impossible. I 
must consider them in combination, because in truth they form 
both necessary parts of one history. 

As regards the death of Mrs. Pritchard, which, although it 
occurred aft^r the other, was first made the subject ol investi- 
gation and inquiry by the authorities, we have very dear 
and satisfactory evidence in the medical and chemical reports 
which you heard read in the course of the trial, and to the results 
of these reports, and the opinions of the gentlemen who framed 
them, I shall now shortly call your attention. 

Mrs. Pritchard's body was subjected to a pogt-mariem 
examination very soon after her death by Dr. Maclagan and 
Dr. Littlejohn — two gentlemen, from their professional pursuits, 
eminently qualified for the conducting of such an inquiry. Both 
have devoted their time and attention to Uie study of fnedical 
jurisprudence. They made a very careful examination of the 
body, and particularly of the condition of all the vital organs, 
and in the details of their report there is not the slightest 
trace, as they themselves say, of any morbid action — no appear- 
ance of any disease, of anything at all to indicate how the 
patient came to die. They report that these bodies presented 
no appearance of recent morbid action beyond a sli^t amount 
of irritation of the alimentary canal, and nothing at all capable 
of accounting for death. They therefore proceed to say, " We 
have secured the alimentary canal and its contents, the heart 
and some of the blood, the liver, the spleen, the left kidney, 
and the urine, in order that they may be submitted to chemical 
analysis." 

In taking that course, I need hardly tell you that these 
gentlemen did only what was their clear and obvious duty, 
and accordingly the portions of the different parts of the 
body, which had been thus secured for examination, were sub- 
mitted to chemical examination and analysis by Dr. Maclagan, 
and another portion by Professor Penny, of Glasgow. These 
gentlemen again came substantially — one may almost say 
exactly — to iSie same conclusions ; and, without entering into 
any of the details of the processes by means of which they 
attained these conclusions, I may merely say in passing that 
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nothing has been shown to throw the slightest doubt upon the Lord 
sufficiency of the chemical tests which they applied. wusilat-Clert 

Dr. Maclagan, in examining the urine of the deceased before 
entering upon any very careful and complete experiments, found 
that it yielded what appeared to be antimony, and that in 
considerable quantity ; and he, therefore, applied himself chiefly 
in examining the other articles which he secured for considera- 
tion to the detection of that well-known poison in these articles. 
In the liver of Mrs. Pritchard he determined at least that the 
amount of antimony, in the shape apparently of what is called 
tartar emetic, was almost exactly four grains, and gave us 
further information regarding the total amount of the antimony 
contained in the contents of ^e intestines, which appears to me, 
in connection with what I can now say, of the greatest possible 
importance. He took a portion of the contents of the in- 
testines and submitted that to a quantitative analysis, having 
already submitted other portions to a qualitative analysis, for 
the purpose of determining the nature of the poison ; and that 
quantitative analysis enabled him to say what amount of anti- 
mony there was in the portion of the contents of the intestines 
which he so examined. Thus, having the proportion which 
that part of the contents of the intestines bore to the total 
contents of the intestines, he was able to arrive at the conclusion 
with perfect accuracy as to what amount of antimony there was 
in the total contents of the intestines ; and that he determined 
to be very nearly six grains — that is to say, equal to six grains 
of tartar emetic. 

In these two places alone, therefore — in the liver and in the 
contents of the intestines — ^you have found in this lady's body 
after death not less than ten grains of tartar emetic. In 
other parts, in the kidneys, the stomach (that is to say, the 
contents of the stomach), and the blood, there were other and 
more minute portions of the same mineral poison found. 

But it is unnecessary to go into any details about this, 
because I am sure you must be satisfied from what I have 
already said, that the presence of ten grains of tartarised 
antimony, or tartar emetic as it is popularly called, in the 
intestines and liver of the deceased, was very sufficient to justify 
the conclusion which Dr. Maclagan came to, and which he 
thus expresses in his first report. [Reads concluding part of 
Dr. Maclagan*s chemical report, in which he stated that he 
is satisfied that Mrs. Pritchard had taken a large quantity of 
antimony, sufficient to account for death, and that the admini- 
stration of it had extended over a considerable period. With 
reference to the latter clause of the report, which was to the 
effect that no organic poison was found in the stomach or 
contents of the intestines, his lordship said] — ^That portion of 
his opinion is, you will see, altered by a subsequent experiment, 
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I the result of which he gave you, and which I have jiut read, 

toe-Clerk regarding the large quantity that there must have been ia 
the contenta of the intestines. 

Then jou have Professor Penny's report, and he confined 
himself entirely to his duties as an analytical chemist, and 
expresses no medical opinion. [Reads the last portion of Dr. 
Penny's report, the fifth conclusion of which is as foDows, 
"That the largest quantity of mercury was cootained in the 
contents of the intestines next to the spleen and heart, and 
extremely minute traces in the blood and kidney."] Too 
will recollect that that was perfectly accounted for without any 
suspicion of poisoning by mercury, in consequence oi thie 
administration of the powder which Dr. Paterson gare Mn. 
Pritchard upon 2nd March. 

That is the result of the post-mortem invest igation, and it ii 
for you to say whether or not you are satisfied upon tiie 
evidence that Mrs. Pritchard died of antim<my — ^that she wti 
poisoned by antimony, in the sense that by taking antimoDj 
she was deprived of life. I am not now speaking of the act 
of poisoning, but did she, by taking or having antimony 
administered to her, die of that poison? I do not think that 
it was attempted by the prisoner's counsel to resist thii 
conclusion, and upon the evidence I fairly confess to you it it 
impossible to entertain any doubt. 

Now, let us consider what is the similar evidence in the 
case of Mrs. Taylor. She died, you will recollect, ou the 
25th February, three or four weeks before her daughter. She 
was buried in the Grange Cemetery, Edinburgh ; but, 
in consequence of the suspicions attaching to the death of 
Mrs. Pritchard, Mrs. Taylor's body also was disinterred, and 
subjected to a post-mortem examination, and the result of that 
is very similar to the result of the post-mortem examination of 
the other body. Dr. Maclagan and Dr. Littlejohn made their 
report on this subject on the 30th of March, and they very 
naturally, in consequence of the recorded causes of death — 
paralysis and apoplexy — devoted a great deal of their attention 
to the condition of the head and brain ot the deceased, the 
result of which was there was not the slightest trace of anything 
like congestion, or any of those local affections of the brain likely 
to produce apoplexy, and so cause death. They examine also thtt 
other vital organs of this old lady, and they find them all in 
healthy condition, with this exception, that as regards the heart, 
it was somewhat enlarged. I shall read to you what they say 
of the organs of respiration and circulation. [Reads the parts 
c^ the report referred to.] 

Now, it was explained in the evidence of these gentlemen 
that, although the old lady's heart was enlarged, and slightly 
dilated, there was nothing either to account for death, or 
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to be the cause of death. But there was undoubtedly this Lord 

remark, that in consequence of the condition of the heart, •''"•tloe-CIari 

she was a perilous subject. She was a person upon whom 

effects might be produced from slighter causes than upon a 

perfectly healthy subject ; and you will be kind enough to bear 

that along with you in considering the other parts of the 

evidence to which we are come to by and by. In the other 

respects Mrs. Taylor was obviously a strong and healthy woman 

for her time of life, which was about seventy, and altogether 

the appearances presented upon the post-mortem examination 

again led these gentlemen to the same conclusions, that there 

was nothing to account for death, and therefore they took the 

course whidi they had done before in the case of Mrs. Pritchard. 

They secured for chemical examination and analysis the 

alimentary canal and its contents, the heart, and some of the 

blood, the liver, the spleen, the kidneys, the bladder, the uterus, 

and a portion of the brain ; and these articles having been 

thereafter subjected to examination again partly by Dr. 

Maclagan, and partly by Professor Penny, of Glasgow, we have 

the results of their examination before us. Dr. Maclagan 

concludes his report thus. [Reads the conclusions arrived at 

by Dr. Maclagan.] 

Now, you will observe there are some differences between 
this report and that which was made on the examination of 
the contents of Mrs. Pritchard's body, because it would rather 
appear, from what was found upon chemical analysis in the 
case of Mrs. Taylor, that she had taken a dose of antimony 
very recently before her death, whereas, in the case of Mrs. 
Pritchard, a day or two might have intervened, according to the 
views of Dr. Maclagan, since any antimony had been received 
into the system. Professor Penny again states, as the result 
of his examination and analysis on portions of the liver, 
stomach, heart, kidney, rectum, blood, and oontenta of the 
intestines of Mrs. Taylor, "that all the articles subjected to 
analysis contained antimony. That the dried contents of the 
intestines contained the largest proportion of antimony; next, 
the liver and stomach; then the blood, and in less quantity, 
the heart, kidney, and rectum. That part of the antimony in 
the contents of the intestines is in a form soluble in water. 
That the kidney was the only article in which mercury was 
detected. That neither the stomach nor the contents of the 
intestines contained aconite or morphia in quantity sufficient 
to be detected by known chemical processes. That the articles 
subjected to analysis contained no other metallic poison than 
antimony and mercury." 

Now, gentlemen, with regard to the case of Mrs. Taylor, it is 
not necessary to add that, according to what was observed of 
her symptoms by Dr. Paterson at the time of her death, and 
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Lord^ M^ according to the evidence which jou have had of the oonteDta 
. ..• ^^^^^ ^ hottle that was found in her pocket, there may be a 
question whether she died, like her daughter, from the nmple 
action of antimony, or whether she died from the oombiDed 
influence of antimony and other poisons, tiie other poisons being 
opium and aconite. It is not necessary for the present porpoie 
to go minutely into that part of the evidence to whidi I am 
now referring, but which I shall be obliged to call your attentioa 
to more particularly by and by for another purpose. It ii 
sufficient for the present as regards that part of the case, to 
say that Mrs. Taylor died from the combined opera tioD of 
opium, antimony and aconite. Of that there can be no doobl, 
and we are now considering wholly that question — ^whether the 
two deaths which are laid at the prisoner's door were in point 
of fact caused by poison. 

That exhausts all I think it necessary to say upon idist I 
have represented as the first question for your considerstioo, 
namely, whether the two deceased ladies, one or both of them, 
died by poison ; and you will consider whether in the circum- 
stances it is possible to resist these conclusions — ^First, that Mn. 
Pritchard died from the action of antimony alone, a^ninistered 
in large quantities, as present in her body; and, second, that 
Mrs. Taylor died from the action of antimony, either alone or 
in combination with the vegetable poisons of aconite and opium. 

The next question is, whether these poisons were administered 
to them by some person for the purpose of destroying life; 
and here there are various possibilities that naturally suggert 
themselves to inquiring minds, and which must all be passed 
in review before we can be quite certain whether we are reason- 
ing safely and correctly or not. There may be accidents of 
various kinds ; there may be suicidal acts ; and in either of 
these cases, of course, there can be no guilt i^ainst any living 
person. It is indispensable, therefore, that in considering 
whether anybody is to be held responsible for the administra^n 
of these poisons, we shall entirely negative the idea of either 
accident or suicide. 

Now, as regards the case of Mrs. Pritchard, it will, of course, 
occur to you that accident is utterly impossible, if Uie reports 
of Dr. Maclagan and Professor Penny are to be relied on, because 
there is not a single tittle of evidence to show that death was 
caused by one dose. It is not proved that there was any single 
dose administered to Mrs. Pritchard and taken by her, capable 
in itself of destroying life. On the contrary, the evidence 
goes to show that it was a long-continued administration of 
poison given in small doses, frequently repeated, that brought 
about the death of the lady. That cannot be questioned, so 
far as I can see. Ingenuity might suggest that if a person were 
persuaded that some large quantity of this poison was really 
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something else than it was, and had continued for a month or Lord 
two to use it as if it was something proper to be put in ^'"•^••■^■•'* 
ordinary articles of food — ^had mistaken the white powder of 
tartar emetic for pounded sugar, or for salt, and had conse- 
quently used it in her food, that was an accident which might 
haye accounted for death. It is possible ; but then we search 
the evidence in vain for the slightest trace of any such mistake. 
It is not reasonable, and I suggest it only for your consideration, 
because I desire you to be most scrupulous at every step of this 
inquiry to satisfy your minds as you go along whether there is 
anywhere — and if there be anywhere, where it is — a defect in 
the evidence which I am now reviewing. If you can receive 
such a supposition as that — unsupported by any evidence — 
good and well. 

Then, gentlemen, as to suicide — suicide by slow poisoning is, 
I rather suppose, unheard of. A person who desires to destroy 
his own life generally selects the speediest and least painful 
mode of doing so; and even although, in that respect, there 
may be great varieties in different cases, I certainly never 
heard it suggested that suicide was committed by a person 
taking poison with his own hand continuously over a period 
of weeks or months. Add to all this that there is nothing in 
the history of this lady, Mrs. Pritchard, to indicate any such 
state of mind, any such morbid condition either of mind or 
body, as would suggest the idea of suicide, and I think we 
arrive pretty safely at the conclusion that neither by accident 
of any ordinary kind, nor by suicide, could the death of Mrs. 
Pritchard from poison be accounted for. 

The position of the prisoner suggested one species of accident, 
which is possible in some oases, namely, unskilful treatment. 
Unskilful treatment in the administration of a strong and 
dangerous drug intended as medicine may sometimes produce 
death, and that would be accidental poisoning; and if the 
case of the prisoner had been that he was treating his wife 
with antimony, and had unconsciously or accidentally given 
her too much, and so produced death, that would have been a 
case very well worthy of your consideration. But it is entirely 
excluded by the position which the prisoner himself has taken 
up in his declaration. [The Lord Justice-Clerk then read the 
portion of the declaration of the prisoner, in which he stated 
that during the whole course of her illness he had never given 
Mrs. Pritchard antimony, nor any preparation of it; that he 
had it in stock, but only used it externally for her neck, and 
that he had some years ago treated her witli it for inflammation 
of the eyelids; that he kept considerable quantities of it in a 
press, which was not always locked.] I need hardly state 
that the external application of antimony to the deceased's neck 
in October, and the use of it in moderate quantities years ago, 
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had nothing to do with the appearances presented by the 
i-Clsrk chemical examination of the intestines and otJier organf of 
Mrs. Pritchard. 

Then, gentlemen, if it be clear that Mrs. Pritchard died from 
poisoning hj antimony, and if the evidence excludes the pon- 
bility of either accident or suicide, it seems impossible to 
resist this conclusion, which answers the second question I 
submitted for jour consideration, that the poison must have 
been administered by some one for the purpose of destrojisg 
her life. 

Now, with regard to Mrs. Taylor again, in reference to thn 
second question, the case stands in a somewhat different posi- 
tion. There is a very considerable portion of antimony found 
in her also— not to the same extent as in Mrs. Pritchard, stiD 
quite a sufficient quantity of antimony to account for her death. 
Dr. Maclagan and Professor Penny were quite clear upon that, 
when they made their first examination of the intestines and 
other organs subjected to their analysis. 

But then there again comes that other part of the evidence 
to which I have already slightly adverted, I mean the symptoms 
exhibited by Mrs. Taylor at the time of her death, and the 
circumstances connected with the finding of the bottle in her 
pocket. It is suggested on both sides — and it must be obvious 
to you that it is quite a reasonable suggestion — ^that shortly 
before Mrs. Taylor's death she had drunk some part of the 
contents of the bottle which was found in her pocket. The 
contents of that bottle have been analysed. It is dear, 
from the evidence, that the bottle which was subjected to 
the examination of Professor Penny was the same bottle as 
that found in the pocket of Mrs. Taylor. The steps of the 
evidence I will state to you very shortly, without reading 
the depositions of the witnesses. The two women who dressed 
the body, and took off the clothes of the deceased after death, 
Mary Patterson and Jessie Nabb, found the bottle in her 
pocket about half-full of a brown liquid. They put it aside for 
the time. The prisoner soon afterwards came into the room, 
and said he had been informed about that bottle, and desired 
to have it. He got the bottle, and took it away with him. I 
am not now speaking of the manner in which he conducted 
himself on that occasion ; we shall consider that by and by 
in the third branch of this inquiry. He took the bottle away 
with him, and it was afterwards found in the same chest of 
drawers which had stood in Mrs. Taylor's room. That chest of 
drawers had in the meantime been removed out into the lobby. 
It was afterwards found in one of these drawers, and from Uiat 
place it was taken and delivered to the police officers, who gave 
it to Professor Penny. Beyond all question it would in such 
cases as this be more satisfactory, if it were possible to prove 
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the utter impossibilitj of any change in the state of the contents Lord 
of such a bottle, and to exclude the possibility of any doubt aa J««t*o*^>«''» 
to the identity of the bottle. Tou must, however, take the 
evidence just aa the circumstances of the case produce it. It 
cannot be made any better than the circumstances of the case 
allow ; and it is for you to say whether you are reasonably satis- 
fied that the bottle and the contents of the bottle which was 
found in Mr& Taylor's pocket after her death reached the hands 
of Professor Penny in the same condition. 

If 80, then observe what is the result. The bottle contains 
Battle/s Solution of Opium, which is a strong narcotic, which 
fV person unaccustomed to the use of opium could not take 
much of without very serious consequences. But I need hardly 
tell you that the quantity of opium or laudanum which any 
person is able to take depends entirely upon habit; and we 
have it in evidence that Mrs. Taylor was in the habit of taking 
this medicine for a number of years ; and the quantity she was 
in the way of taking had gradually, but very largely increased. 
One of the witnesses, who acted as her messenger frequently, 
told you he was accustomed to get her bottle filled, and it used 
to be about once in two or three months when he was first 
employed by her, but that increased till it came to once in 
two or three weeks, so that it is quite obvious that the habit 
of taking opium was growing upon Mrs. Taylor, as it almost 
invariably does in all such cases ; and at the time of her death- 
she was in a condition to take with perfect impunity a quantity 
of opium that would have poisoned any person not accustomed 
to it. 

Now, she had taken some of the contents of this bottle, and 
it was suggested that she had taken a very large quantity of 
the contents from the time it had been got in on Monday, 
down to her death. I think it was said by the prisoner's 
counsel, from calculations be had made, that she must have 
taken 150 drops a day. I have not followed out the calcula- 
tions, but it is not in the least degree impossible that a person 
who had been in the habit of taking opium for years would 
take 150 drops without the slightest effect, further than the 
confirming and carrying on of a very bad habit. 

Now, that being the state of mattors, let us consider, in the 
next place, what else there was in this bottle. There is a 
considerable admixture of antimony, a poison which is detected 
in the body of Mrs. Taylor and detected in quantities sufficient 
to produce death. There is also in the bottle another poison 
of a more subtle kind, and one less easily detected — aconite — 
a vegetable poison, which cannot be discovered by the same 
tests as the mineral poison of antimony. But the skill of Dr. 
Penny discovered the presence of aconite in that bottle, and 
enabled him to say that not only was there some aconite there, 
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9d but also determine with quite sufficient precision for the p«- 

attae>Cl»rk poeeg of this caae what proporti<m the tincture of aconite bore 
to the other contents of the bottle. Bj a series of experimeDti, 
which were conducted with great skill and care, he arriTci at 
the conclusion that the proportion of aconite in the whole d 
the contents of the bottle must have been under ten per cent, 
but above five. Now, if anybody took a hundred drops of thtt 
mixture, that person must inevitably have swallowed more thaa 
five drops of tincture of aconite. The conclusion, therefore, 
that on# is almost forced to arrive at in re^rd to Mrs. T&jlor 
is, that her death was brought about by the ccmibined actioi 
of three poisons — aconite, antimony, and opium ; but the opium, 
probably, not in such quantities as to cause death, although 
it might have been a powerful agent in combination with oth«r 
poisons — even to a person accustomed to take opium. 

The question, then, for your consideration upon the seoood 
point is this — whether, taking aU the facts into view, you can 
arrive at the conclusion that the poison from whic^ Mrs. Tajlor 
died was given to her by the hand of some other person, and 
was administered to her for the purpose of destroying life. 

Here, again, as in the case of Mrs. Pritchard, you OHMt 
endeavour to consider whether you can exclude the questioD of 
accident or suicide. I need not dwell upon that, as I hste 
done before. It is sufficient to observe, in the case of Mn. 
Taylor, that, whether she died though the influence of antimony 
administered in several doses, as the chemical reports clesiij 
bear out, or whether her death was brought about immediatehr 
through swallowing some of the contents of bottle No. 85, it 
is very difficult to understand how her death could be broo^t 
about by accident I have said enough about continuooi 
administration of antimony as being inconsistent with the nodoD 
of accident, and I need not repeat that; but do you think it 
was by accident that tartar emetic and tincture of aconite foond 
their way into her Battlejr's Solution? It was proved to have 
been bought from the apothecary on the Monday of that week 
in the ordinary way, from a part of a stock which the apodie- 
cary had in his possession for a very considerable period, and 
sold to all and sundry. It was shown to have come from a 
wholesale London dealer, who got it from the maker, and the 
maker himself was brought to prove that antimony and aconite 
are substances altogether foreign to the medicine. Was it, 
then, by accident that these two subtle poisons found their 
way into this lady's medicine bottle, or, if it was not by accident, 
did she put it there herself, or had she any knowledge of soch 
things to enable her, if she were willing, so to poison hend! 
by apparently using her own medicine f There is no appearanoe 
of that, and the character and conduct of the old woman, her 
natural condition both of body and mind, a« you heard it 
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described by ihe witneesea, is such as not to suggest the idea Log d_ ^ , 
of suicide in her case as a possibility at all. Juittoe-CsriK 

Consider, then, gentlemen, with reference to both of the 
deatiis — ^that of Mrs. Pritchard in the first place, and that of Mrs. 
Taylor in the second — whether you can arrive at the conclusion, 
or whether you can resist the conclusion, that the poison by 
means of which they were deprived of life was wilfully given 
to them for the very purpose of destroying life. 

And that brings me to a consideration of the third and only 
remaining question, but a question of vital interest in this 
case— was that poison administered, or procured to be adminis- 
tered, to either or both of these deceased ladies by the prisoner 
at the bar? This must be decided by entering into a careful 
and minute investigation of the evidence in the case; and you 
have paid such close attention to the evidence in all its details 
as it was laid before you that in any ordinary case I confess I 
should have been inclined to shorten this part of your labour 
and mine; but I rather think that you will sympathise with 
me in the feeling that I cannot, for the sake of mere brevity, 
or for the purpose of saving your time or trouble, omit any 
one particular that appears to me to be important for your 
consideration. 

The time over which this history runs is but short. It com- 
mences in the month of November, or perhaps rather more 
properly about the commencement of this year, and it 
terminates with the death of Mrs. Pritchard upon the 18th 
March. The scene of the double tragedy is equally contracted. 
It is all confined within the four walls of the dwelling-house in 
Sauchiehall Street; for from that house, so far as I can see, 
Mrs. Pritchard never removed from the time that she returned 
from Edinburgh a little before Christmas until her death; and 
from the time that Mrs. Taylor came on the lOth February until 
her death on the 25th of the same month she was in constant 
attendance on her daughter. The other persons in the house 
were, during the earlier part of the period and prior to the 
16th February, Catherine Lattimer, Mary M'Leod, the children, 
and two more, besides the prisoner and his wife. After the 
16th there is this alteration, that Catherine Lattimer goes away, 
and is succeeded by Mary Patterson. And then on the 10th 
February, six days before Catherine Lattimer went away, Mrs. 
Taylor came. 

Now, keeping these facts in view, let us attend to some 
of the prominent occurrences during this period: and I think 
here, as in other cases, it conduces to clearness to take events 
precisely in the order of time. You will recollect that Mrs. 
Pritchard went to visit her friends in Edinburgh in the month 
of November — ^the precise date is not fixed. She had been 
ailing before that time, and, according to the account of 
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Catherine Lattimer, her aUment was just of that detcripda 
^ich afterwards increased in intensit j, and acoompanied kv 
down to her last moments. It was sickness and defuvoK. 
vomiting and purging. She got better ^rfiile Ae wa« m Eit- 
burgh ; but she returned a few dajrs before Christmas, tomk 
the end of December ; and after that she got graduallr vone. 
There was a return of the sickness and depression, and tik 
vomiting and purging seemed to be more violent. 

On the 1st ot Febniarj there was a severe and ahtfnuK 
attack — so much so that Catherine Lattimer, who was to hsn 
left the prisoner's service next daj — Candlemas D^r— «» 
obliged to remain, in order to make herself useful to lb. 
Pritchard. Now, I wish to call jour attention to Cathenae 
Lattimer's account of this attack on the Ist February. I thiak 
that is die first event of particular importance in the hMoq 
of these last two months — ^February and March. [Bsub 
evidence of Catherine Lattimer as to the attack whidi Ma 
Pritchard had suffered on the Ist February, and in the oov» 
of which, after she had gone to her bedroom, cramp had sei»d 
her, and she was afflicted with sickness and vomiting, h 
appeared from this evidence that Mrs. Pritchard had said t» 
the witness that she was generally sick after slops and afttf 
tea.] Having read this evidence, his lordship proceeded— Nov. 
gentlemen, that was the first very serious and violent attad 
which Mrs. Pritchard had, and we may be sure that it was socb 
as Catherine Lattimer described it, for she has ^parently beeo 
very accurate and judicious in her observations. She appesn 
to have observed everything minutelj, and gave her evidence 
in such a way as to command respect. 

If the facU spoken to by her be true, we then come to inquin 
of the medical gentlemen, whose opinions we have before n, 
whether these symptoms are or are not reconcilable with the 
opinions which they formed upon the most careful and minste 
chemical examination, and they say they correspond exactly— 
that they are just the sjrmptoms they would expect from a pertoa 
to idiom antimony was being administered. 

Now, in the course of the week Dr. Cowan makes his appear 
anoe upon the scene. H6 comes on the 7th and visits Mra 
Pritchard, converses with her, sees that she is very unwell, and 
makes some little suggestions as to the way in which she shosU 
be treated, which are not very material to the question into 
which we have at this stage to inquire. He remains there till 
next day, leaving upon the 8th, and during the time that he 
was there Mrs. Pritchard had no serious attack of any kind; 
but, stranprely enough, a second attack, and a serious one, does 
come on the evening after he left — ^the 8th. Tou have the 
descripticMi of that attack by Catherine Lattimer again ; and vou 
have also, as applicable to that, the evidence of Dr. Gairdner— 
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the first appearance of any medical mail upon the scene other Lofji^ 
than the prisoner himself. JuatteMnerl 

Now, attend, if you please, to what these two witnesses say 
about this attack on the evening of the 8th. Catherine Lattimer 
bad made a little mistake about the dates of these two attacks;, 
which she set right when she came to describe the second attack, 
and which was set right by Dr. Gairdner, who, as a medical man, 
preserved a note of the case, and kept it with perfect precision; 
and, as that is the case, there can be no doubt about the time 
that Catherine Lattimer is speaking of as the second attack. 
[The Lord Justice-Clerk then read over a portion of Catherine 
Lattimer's evidence, i& which she described the second attack 
which she saw Mrs. Pritchard suffer, when she went to her 
bedroom and found her in great pain, and was asked to send 
out Mary Mljeod for Dr. Gairdner, and when Mrs. Pritchard 
called her husband a hypocrite.] 

Now, as regards that episode I confess I do not attach much 
importance to it, because it was perfectly plain that Mrs. 
Pritchard was not in her right senses at the time. This was 
made quite plain, I think, by the testimony of Dr. Gairdner; 
but I mention it because at the time when the evidence was 
given it did appear of some importance, though afterwards 
it was deprived of that character by the evidence of Dr. 
Gairdner, and therefore no importance is to be attached to 
anything Mrs. Pritchard said at the time. [The Lord Justice- 
Clerk read further from Catherine Lattimer's evidence as to 
the weak and exhausted condition of Mrs. Pritchaxd after the 
attack.] 

Then we have Dr. Gairdner's evidence upon the same occur- 
rence, who was sent for by Mary M'Leod, acting under direct 
instructions from Mrs. Pritchard. [The Lord Justice-Clerk 
read from Dr. Gairdner's evidence as to the state of Mrs. 
Pritchard when he visited her, who found her in an excited 
and hysterical condition, which led him to suppose that she 
was dnmk, and when he ordered the use of stimulants to be 
stopped.] Dr. Gairdner, however, said that there was no fever 
in the case at all, and that is undoubtedly quite consistent with 
all the other medical evidence. Tet it is a very remarkable 
circimifltance that throughout, whenever the prisoner bad 
occaaion to explain to anybody what he thought waa the matter 
with his wife, he called it gastric fever. The prisoner's counsel 
says "that any man might be mistaken about that — ^the most 
skilful might be mistaken in such a case as hers, and Dr. 
Gairdner himself was quite puzzled." And well he might be 
if it be the fact, as I suppose you have assumed it to be, that 
the lady was at that moment under the influence of the metallic 
poison of antimony. No doctor could guess at that, and there- 
fore there was good reason for his being puzzled. But he was 
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not so puzzled as to belieye that she was under fever viic&k 
iM-derk found iJl the sjnnptomB indicating the very reyene, nor eoui 
anj medical man be so puzzled as to fall into that mistake. 

But it is remarkable that there was no appearance of few 
even upon the occasion of Dr. Gairdner's Tiait, because, if fi 
any time, then was the time to expect indications ot fever, liia 
apparently she had received stimulants to a considenl^ 
amount — ^whether it was champagne, chloroform, or both. And 
by whose directions had these been administered! The priaoDff 
told Dr. Gairdner it was by the direction oi Dr. Cowan. Nov, 
it is important to see what Dr. Cowan aays in regard to that 
He does say something about champagne, and you will judge 
for yourselves whether what was suggested by Dr. Cowsd vu 
likely to have led to such treatment as to put Mrs. Pritdurd 
in a condition to justify the opinion of Dr. Gairdnw that flhe 
was in a state of intoxication. [Reads a portion of Dr. Co«id'« 
evidence as to the state of prostration in which he found 
Mrs. Pritchard, and hia reconmiending that ahe take snaD 
quantities of champagne and ice.] That was his recommenda- 
tion, and it was the only thing that he said up<m the subject 
of stimulants at all, as far as his evidence goes. Now, gentle- 
men, that is the second scene which is presented for jow 
consideration. That, you observe, is on the evening of the dth 
March and the morning of the 9th. 

The next important event is the arrival of Mrs. Taylor <n 
the lOih. We will not pause upon that» because;, at the time of 
Mra Taylor's arrival, we have already had a very good account 
of the condition of Mrs. Pritchard from the evidence of Catherine 
Lattimer. She was gradually recovering from the severe attadL 
which she had had upon the evening of the 8th and the monung 
of the 9th. But after Mrs. Taylor arrived there is an episode 
in the case, which has been dwelt on as of very great importanoe 
ou both sides of the bar, and which, I think, does deserve your 
most serious consideration. 

On the 13th February it was sug^sted by Mrs. Pritchani, 
or somebody else, that she should have some tapioca^ and that 
is got from the shop of Messrs. Burton & Henderson. Nov, 
the tapioca is said to have been poisoned by an admixture of 
antimony. Tou have seen that some of it was taken by 
Mrs. Taylor, who immediately after, in cMisequence, was taken 
ill. Now, as to the evidence ot Catherine Lattimer on this 
point. [Reads that portion of Catherine Lattimer'a evidence 
in which she stated that she prepared the tapioca for Mxv 
Pritchard a few days after Mrs. Taylor came, and tiiat Mary 
M'Leod brought the order to her. The tapioca was in a paper 
bag, and witness did not notice whether it had been opened. She 
made half a breakfast-cupful, and Mary MTieod took it into the 
dining-room. Witness did not put any sugar or anything else 
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into it. On returning to Glasgow she found the remains of Lord 
the tapioca in the press, and gave it to the procurator-fiscal. The J««tlce-a«pl 
tapioca was brought to her bj Mary M'Leod. There was just 
one making of the tapioca while she was thera] 

Then, in the next place, let us see what Mary M'Leod says 
about it. She says that " the tapioca was bought from Burton 
& Henderson by the prisoner's son Kenneth. He gave it to 
me. It was either a pound or half a pound. I laid it on the 
lobby table, but it did not lie there long, not an hour, before 
it was taken down to Catherine Lattimer. Mrs. Taylor took 
it down,'' and I think that is all she says about it. Mary 
M'Leod took it up, and then it was proved that Mrs. Taylor 
had some portion of it. Whether Mrs. Pritchard had or had 
not does not appear, but Mrs. Taylor afterwards was sick and 
vomited, and said she thought she was getting the same 
complaint as her daughter. 

Now, gentlemen, the tapioca, you will observe, was bought 
from a grocer, and was proved to be part of a store of tapioca 
which the grocer had, and it was proved to be perfectly free 
from antimony, and no complaint was made of it by any of 
the other customers. It was brought to the house by the little 
hoy, given to Mary M'Leod, prepared by Catherine Lattimer, 
and taken upstairs by Mary M'Leod, and the consequences were 
such as I have related to you. Now, the remainder of the 
tapioca — that which was not cooked by Catherine Lattimer — 
was put by her into the kitchen press, and Mary M'Leod 
mentions in her evidence having found it in the kitchen press. 
Catherine Lattimer was brought back for the purpose of saying 
whether it was there she put it» and she said it was. Itiat 
tapioca was handed over to Professor Penny for examination. 
Now, see what he says about it in his report. He says this 
paper package contains 2850 grains of tapioca. The presence 
of antimony in the form of tartarised antimony was imequivoc- 
ally detected. Ite amount was found to be equal to four grains 
and sixty- two parts of a grain in the pound of tapioca. 

Now, here unquestionably was a parcel of tapioca out of which 
a preparation had been made for Mrs. Pritchard's consumption, 
which had introduced into it antimony in the proportion of 
about four and a half grains per pound; and, consequently, it 
is not surprising that Mrs. Taylor, after partaking of some 
of it, was taken unwell with sickness and vomiting; and, having 
seen the symptoms of her daughter's illness, said, " I am afraid 
I am going to have the same complaint as my daughter." 

Still, gentlemen, it is not very easy to see what opportunities 
the prisoner had of mixing this antimony which is found in 
the tapioca. It is not proved, as a matter of absolute fact, 
that he was in the house at the time when this tapioca was 
brought in; still less is it proved that the tapioca was in his 
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rd bands. It was left on the lobby table for some time^ liiij 

•tise-CtePk j£«Leod could not say for what time—" not ao much as an hosr'; 
but more precise than that she could not be. And, therefore, 
there is certainly no direct contact between the prisoner aod 
this parcel of tapioca, which undoubtedly waa poisoned, and 
which produced the symptoms upon Mrs. Taylor that migb 
have been expected from the action <^ the antimony which m 
in it. 

This was upon the 13th, and upon the 16th there was a disoge 
of senranta. Catherine Lattimer went away, and Mary Patteisofi 
came in her place» and from that time onwards you hsve i 
descripticMi by Mary Patterson of what she aaw of the ilbes 
of Mrs. Pritohard, the details of which, I think, I may dispoue 
with reading, because they correspond with what has beeo 
already brought under your notice in the evidence of Catherine 
Lattimer, and, so far as I have read it, of Mary MXeod. Bat I 
may in the meantime abstain from referring much to tbe 
evidence of Mary M'Leod. From the 13th to the 25th Februaiy— 
a period of twelve days — ^there is no occurrence of any very 
remarkable kind to which I think it necessary to call speoMl 
attention. 

I therefore now go on to the period which is marked by the 
death of Mrs. Taylor. She was taken ill, as you are aware, 
upon the evening of the 24th; and here we have the evidence 
of Mary Patterson, a very reliable and good witness, according 
to my estimate of her; but you will judge for yourselves hov 
far that opinion is just^ed by what you saw. [Reads evideoee 
of Mary Patterson^-her account of the first time she saw Mrs. 
Pritchard on the night of her mother's death, and also her 
account of the events which occurred in connection with the 
death of Mrs. Taylor.] Now, in like manner, Mary MXeod gave 
her account of the matter. [Reads Mary M'Leod's evidence oo 
this point.] Tou will recollect that Jessie Nabb, the woman 
that was sent for, as Mary Patterson tells us, for the purpose 
of dressing and stretching the body of Mrs. Taylor, gave almost 
the same account as she does of what took place between them 
and the prisoner when he came into the room after Mrs. Taylor's 
death, and after the finding of the bottle. 

To that scene I beg now to call your attention, as it is given 
by Mary Patterson. She says — ''When the bottle was found 
he expressed great surprise that she should have taken so much 
of its contents within so short a time." Now, he was quite 
aware, as you will see from the evidence, that the old lady 
was in the habit of taking a great quantity; and you will 
consider whether the surprise was real or feigned. That is but 
a very small point, however, in reference to this matter. His 
expression in regard to it seemed to me to be much more 
strange. He expressed surprise at her having sent *' a girl like 
fl8D 
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that for it " — that i« to say, eent Mary M'Leod — to the apothe- Lord 

caiy for a bottle of Battley's Solution. I cannot see that there •'"■^••'^^>« 

is anything so very startling in that. Did he mean to suggest 

that, in consequence of such a messenger being sent for it, there 

might be son^ mistake as to the contents of the bottle 1 Why, 

what was it? " To eend a girl like that for it" — what was the 

harm of sending the girl — ^an intelligent servant girl? What 

was wanted was Battle/s Solution, because it was what Mrs. 

Taylor wanted — ^what dbe was accustomed to take. But still 

he thought that wba a very serious matter. And he thought, 

further, that it waa one of those things that it would not do 

to baye spoken of as haying occurred in his house — ^a man of 

his profession. Tou will consider what is the true bearing and 

import of all these statements of the prisoner. He then says 

further to these women that Dr. Paterson, when he had been 

there before Mrs. Taylor's death, had pronounced that she was 

paralysed upon the left side. That is not so. Dr. Paterson 

had never said that. 

But ia it not strange that he should have made that false 
statement to these two women, when you come to consider 
what is the cause of death which he assigned in .^the case of 
Mrs. Taylor in his report to the registrar? He was the medical 
attendant of Mrs. Taylor. He must have known perfectly well 
that he was the person who must make the report to the 
registrar. He sent the old gentleman, Mr. Michael Taylor, 
to Dr. Paterson to ask him for a certificate, which he could 
hardly expect Dr. Paterson to give. I do not suppose any 
medical man who had been called in in the way Dr. Paterson 
was would ever have dreamt of giving in a report in the way 
Dr. Paterson waa asked to do, with a medical man resident in 
the house and constantly in attendance upon the patient. And, 
consequently, the prisoner must necessarily have known that 
he himself would have to make the return ; and what return did 
he make ? He made a return to this effect — '" That the primary 
disease of which she died was paralysis, and that that paralysis 
had been in operation for twelve hours before her death." 

But, as you know from the evidence, that was absolutely 
false. She was down taking her tea at seven o'clock — nothing 
the matter with her-— down in the kitchen visiting Mary 
Patterson, who saw nothing peculiar in her, except, as she said, 
that she was '' a little peevish," which she ascribed to the fatigue 
which the old lady had to undergo in watching her daughter. 
At nine o'clock she is seen walking upstairs, nothing the matter 
with her, and in the course of the evening she calls to one of 
the servant girls, " Go out and bring in sausages for supper " ; 
and that woman is represented in &e report to the registrar 
a« having been paralysed during the whole of that day. Further, 
the secondary disease, the disease which immediately preceded 
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o^ death, acc<NrdiDg to the prisoner's report^ wafl apopJezj, and 

iitUe»-Ctork that had lasted for an hour ; but now we bsYe it demouBtratcd 
upon the medical evidence that there was not a trsoe d 
apoplexy in the case. 

But it is said the prisoner might have been mistakea abovt 
apoplexy. It is very odd that he should be always mistakes 
about such subjects. And, further, with regard to the parslyiu, 
as to that he could not be mistaken. It is said that he ascribed 
this as the cause, out of a feeling of kindness towards Mr. 
Michael Taylor ; he did not like to let it be known to poor oM 
Mr. Taylor that his wife had died oi an overdose of her faTOurite 
medicine ; and, therefore, he falsified a public rec<Mrd by inserting 
therein as a fact circumstantially stated, twelve houn of 
paralysis, which he knew was an abs(4ute fals^ood. Tbtrn 
are strange facts. 

Mrs. Taylor's body is removed, carried to Edinburgh, sad 
there interred. I need not say more at present about the 
circumstances attending the death and burial of Mrs. Taylor; 
but I will have to refer again to them tor another purpose. 
I pass on in the meantime to consider tiie evidence apphcable 
to the period between the death of Mrs. TaylcMr and the death 
of Mrs. Pritchard — ^between Uie 25th February and the 18th 
March, a period of little more than three weeks. 

I ought to have read to you, but omitted it at Uie proper time, 
a statement of Dr. Paterson's about what he saw of Mrs. Taylor ; 
but I Khali advert to the circumstance at another time, aad 
therefore I need not go back to it at present But Dr. PatersoD 
had not only seen Mrs. Taylor upon the evening of the 24th 
February; he had also Been Mrs. Pritchard, and for the first 
time. He had formed an impression of a very peculiar kind 
regarding Mrs. Pritchard, which he stated to you in the box, 
and, when he visited her again on the 2nd of March, that 
impression was confinned. 

Now, there have been a good many observations (rf an 
unfavourable kind made with regard to the conduct ol Dr. 
Paterson, and I do not think I should be doing justice to the 
case or to you if I did not advert to them. It is said that 
Dr. Paterson formed a very strong impressicMi at the time he 
saw Mrs. Pritchard, on the 24th of February and the 2nd of 
March, that she was being foully treated, or, in other words, 
that she was in the course of being poisoned, and that, having 
formed that impression, he came into the witness-box with a 
strong feeling against the prisoner, and that he exhibited that 
feeling in a very marked way. 

Now, gentlemen, if he formed the opinion that Mrs. Pritdiard 
was being poisoned on the 24th of February and the 2nd of 
March, by the hands ot her husband as her medical attendant 
you cannot be surprised that he should come here as a witness 
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with a strong feeling against the prisoner. No human being Lord 
could feel otherwise if he had formed such an impression. To J"*wo«"Cww 
be sure, it is said that he exhibited that feeling in a very 
marked and unpleasant way in the box. That is a matter of 
manner, and, if the feeling existed, I do not know that it could 
have made his evidence more valuable if he had concealed its 
existence. It may be an unpleasant thing to see what is called 
an animus in a witness exhibited in the witnea»-box, but a man 
who has a feeling very strongly upon him, and that on good 
grounds, may come into the box and entirely suppress all appear- 
ance of it, and give his story as calmly and deliberately as if 
he had no feeling at all. It is only because he has more 
command of his feeling, or a better manner of concealing it. 
The fact remains, that if he takes up the position which I have 
described, he cannot, bb a man of ordinary feeling, be otherwise 
than unfavourably prepossessed against the prisoner. So far, 
I confess, the observations made upon Dr. Paterson's appearance 
in the box did not seem of great weight. 

But there is another matter which stands in a somewhat 
different position — ^the conduct of Dr. Paterson when he formed 
this opinion on the 24th of February and the 2nd of 
March. He said, in answer to a question I put to him, 
that his meaning was — what he intended to state in the 
box was — ^that he was under the decided impression, when 
he saw Mrs. Pritohard on these occasions, t^at somebody was 
practising upon her with poison. He tJiought it consistent 
with his professional duty, and I must also add, with his 
duty as a citizen, to keep that opinion to himself.. In that 
I cannot say that I concur, and I should be very sorry to lead 
you to think so. I care not for professional etiquette or 
professional rule. There is a rule of life and a consideration 
that is far higher than these — ^and that is, the duty that every 
right-minded man owes to his neighbour, to prevent the destruc- 
tion of human life in this world, and in that duty I cannot but 
say Dr. Paterson failed. 

Now, gentlemen, vou will consider what effect that is to have, 
or whether it is to have any effect, upon your minds in 
estimating his evidence. It is a delicate subject — a subject 
which I would fain avoid — ^but the exigencies of this' case drive 
me to its consideration — and I am bound to say that, because 
a man is so mistaken in regard to his duty to fellow-citizens 
and hia fellow-creatures as to act in the way in which he then 
did, it does not by any means follow that he is a man unde- 
serving of credit as a witness. Tou may consider his evidence 
always in the light of that failing, and if you see reason to 
modify anything that he says because of the existence of that 
failing, it is your bounden duty to do so. But it does not by 
any means follow, I repeat, that because a man has acted in 
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what we must coiMider to be aa improper manDer, and hm 
diaregarded what waa undoubtedly a public dutj, that he is 
therefore going to speak what ia not the truth when he conwi 
to give his evidence in Court. 

Now, with theae obeenratiooey I proceed to call joor attentioB 
to the evidence of Dr. Paterson. It ia extremely importut 
evidence in this case. If it had not been ao I would not ban 
felt it to be ao imperatively my duty to make the obaervatiooi 
I have done. The evidence stated that he waa aent f or to «e 
Mra Taylor on the evening ol the 24th between ten and etefeo 
o'clock at night, that Dr. Pritchard met him in the lobby aod 
took him into the conaulting-room, and told him that hk 
mother-in-law, while writing a letter, had taken auddenlj ill 
and fallen off her chair about half an hour before, and that 
she had been carried upstairs. Now, the moment thia medicil 
man comes into the house hia mind is prepared by the prisoner 
for seeing a case of sudden death from ap<^lezy, or some 
similar cause; but the whole of the story, aa you know, 
of the falling off her chair and being carried upstairs 
is an absolute fabrication, because we have it dear 
upon the evidence of others that Ae waa perfectly well until 
she went upstairs, and that she walked upstairs at nine o'dock, 
and that it waa in her daughter's bedro<Mn she waa taken ilL 
[Reads Dr. Paterson's evidence with respect to hia asking Dr. 
Pritchard whether he coidd assign any reason for the illnest. 
Dr. Pritchard said his mother-in-law and Mrs. Pritchard had 
been drinking bitter beer for supper, and were immediatelr 
taken sick and vomited. Dr. Paterson said there must be aorno 
other cause than that, and asked him aa to the old lai^« 
present health and social habita, when Dr. Pritchard, by insinoa- 
tion, gave him to understand that she was in the habit of 
drinking spirits occasionally. He told him also that his wife 
had been ill for a long time wiUi gastric fever, and that sorae 
daya previously he had telegraphed for her mother to come 
and attend her.] 

I will not describe to you the evidence which Dr. Pateraoo 
gives as to the appearance of Mrs. Taylor, for we have alreadf 
concluded that part of the case which relates to her death; 
but, with regard to Mrs. Pritchard's appearance on that 
occasion, I am particularly anxioua that you should attend to 
thia Dr. Paterson stated that, in the bedroom, he waa very 
much struck with the appearance of Mrs. Pritchard. She seemed 
exceedingly weak and excited. Her features were sharp and 
thin, and a hectic flush was on her cheek. Voice very wesk, 
particularly like the voice of a person approaching the ooDapsed 
stage of cholera The expression of her face waa aemi-imbecile. 
He supposed at first this waa produced by recent gaatric few, 
of which he had been told by the prisoner, but he (Dr. Patenoa) 
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could not banish the oonyiction that she was under the Lord 
depreasing influenoe of antimony. 

Now, that is all that he says as to the impression he reoeiTed 
with regard to Mrs. Pritchard on the occasion of his first visit 
on 24th Febnuuy. But then he visits her again on the 2nd 
Mardiy by the prisoner's desire, and I shall read you his 
description of that visit. [Reads extracts, showing that Dr. 
Paterson's conviction that Mrs. Pritchard was suffering from 
the action of antimony had been confirmed by his subsequent 
visit to her.] His lordship then continued — ^These were the 
first marked events in the interval between the deaths of Mrs. 
Taylor and Mrs. Pritchard. 

There are other two very important circumstances which also 
naturally take their place in the interval — ^the one is the matter 
oi the cheese, and the other is the matter of the egg-flip. [His 
lordship read the evidence of Mary Patterson and Mary M'Leod, 
giving the story of the bit of cheese, and, after concluding the 
evidence of Mary M'Leod, he said] — ^That is not a satisfactory 
piece of evidence, you will see, gentlemen, from the variations 
that occur in the course of it; but it is obviously the time that 
is spoken to by the other witness, Mary Patterson, because 
that is the night that they both speak of as the night that 
Mrs. Pritchard had the cheese for her supper. 

Now, with regard again to the egg-flip, Mary Patterson gives 
this account, and this episode of &e egg-flip occurs just the 
next day, the 15th. [Reads Mary Patterson's evidence relating 
to the egg-flip.] Now, Mary M'Leod's evidence confirms this 
to the extent that when Mary Patterson tasted the egg-flip she 
did say it had a bad taste, or words to that effect ; and also when 
Mary M'Leod came down at four o'clock Patterson told her 
how ill she had been. ^ The egg-flip was carried upstairs by 
Mary M'Leod; and that Mrs. Pritchard took some of it, and 
having taken it had become very ill in consequence of it, or 
after it — ^I shall not say in consequence of it — is sufficiently 
demonstrated by the fact that Mary M'Leod was obliged to 
remain with her till four o'clock in the morning. 

Now, gentlemen, with regard to these two matters of the 
cheese and the egg-flip, there has been a good deal of comment 
offered to you on the part of the prisoner. It is said to be very 
difficult that cheese could be poisoned with antimony — ^that it 
would be very difficult to m^e a powder like tartar emetic 
adhere to a piece of cheese in sufficient quantity to have any 
effect, and that, if it did, it must have been visible to the 
naked eye, because the cheese was yellow and the tartar emetic 
was whitOw But we know from the evidence before us that 
tartar emetic was very easily dissolved, and obviously the 
cheese could have been poisoned by dipping it into a solution 
quite as easily as dipping it into a powder. With regard to 
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NPd the flip, again, it is said that if the sickness with which Mm 

isUM-Cl«rk Patterson was visited in the course of the night was so dreadfid 
as she had represented it to be by merely taking a teaapoonfiii 
of the egg-flip, the half wine-glassful which Mrs. Pritchard took 
ought to have absolutely killed her. It is diflScult^ geathmeoi, 
to answer a statement like that. It is impossible to say what is 
the precise point at which a poison of this kind will kill— 
what is the precise amount which will at once destroy life at 
c(Mnpared with that which will only inflict suffering and torture. 
But that Mary Patterson did suffer these severe vomitings and 
pains immediately after havin<r tasted this egg-flip, I think yoa 
will not be disposed to disbelieve, looking to the general 
character of the evidence which she gave here as a witness. 

Now, gentlemen^ these are important incidents in this story, 
occurring particularly, as they do, in the course of the week is 
which Mrs. Pritchard died — one of them on the evening of the 
13th of March, and the other on the evening of the 15tL. Hie 
first must have been on the loth if it is the case that it wai 
on the morning of the 14th that Mary Patterson found die 
cheese in the pantry. 

And now we come to the last scene of this tragedy, the death 
of Mrs. Pritchard herself, which occurred, as you will recollect, 
early on the morning of the 18th March. I give you the account 
of tiie scene from the evidence of Mary Patterson, because I 
think you will agree with me that she is the safest witness to 
trust to in the circumstances. [Reads frcMn the evidence of Marj 
Patterson, in which she stat^ that about twelve o'clock on 
the 17th Mrs. Pritchard's bell rang three times, and she (Mary 
Patterson) went up at the third ringing. She went first to the 
prisoner's oonsulting-room, being uncertain as to which bell 
had rung. The door was partly open, but it would not open 
further, although she pushed it. She then left to go upstaut, 
and the prisoner then came to the door and asked her how 
Mrs. Pritchard was. She said she did not know — she had not 
been upstairs, as he had told her on going out in the morning 
not to go upstairs, as Mrs. Pritchard seemed disposed to sleep. 
Patterson then went upstairs and saw that he was following 
her; and after him came Mary M'Leod.] 

After readinjr the passage his lordship said — ^This is rather 
a remarkable incident, because Mary Patterson, being alone in 
the kitchen, and, hearing a ring, had to go up, and, finding that 
the door of the consulting-room would not open^ although it 
was Rli^rhtly ajar, she went upstairs towards the bedroom. Then 
the prisoner came to the consulting-room door and asked her, 
" How is Mrs. Pritchard now ? " and followed her upstairs, and 
then immediately behind him came Mary MTieod. I do not say, 
gentlemen, that that proves that the prisoner and Mary Mlieod 
were in that consulting-room then together, and that the door 
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was kept purposely frwn opening when Mary Patterson oame; Lord 
but you will consider whether there is not swne reason to believe J^stlee^Clerk 
that that looks like a secret intercommunication between the 
prisoner and Mary M'Leod upon that particular evening. 

[The Lord Justice-Clerk then read the evidence given by 
Mary Patterson as to the death of Mrs. Pritchard, and the 
conduct of the prisoner on that occasion. He also read Dr. 
Paterson's evidence in regard to the condition in which he 
found Mrs. Pritchard on the night of the 17th March, immedi- 
ately before her death, and pointed out that Dr. Paterson 
denied that he had ever said that Mrs. Pritchard had taken too 
much wine, which was asserted by the prisoner, and also that 
he had ordered Dublin stout — another gratuitous assertion which 
the prisoner made in one of his letters to the father of his 
deceased wife.] His lordship then continued — Now, gentlemen, 
such is the scene of Mrs. Pritchard's death, and that brings to 
a close the main facts of this history during the period to 
which I referred at the outset — I mean from about the 
beginning of February down to the 18th March — and such is 
mainly the evidence upon which the prosecutor relies for a 
conviction against the prisoner. 

But in connection with the death of Mrs. Pritchard it is 
also necessary that I should call your attention to the return 
which Dr. Pritchard made to the district registrar of the cause 
of her death. Tou see what he had been calling her complaint 
to other people, and even to medical men — gastric fever. These 
medical men* saw plainly enough that that was not true, what- 
ever her complaint might be, and yet he persisted in that to 
the end, and returns the cause of his wife's death to the registrar 
as gastric fever. It is not possible to say here that, as in the 
case of Mrs. Taylor, that is an assertion of a physical fact — ^where 
paralysis was stated to have taken place twelve hours before 
her death — ^but you will consider whether, in the case of a pro- 
fessional man like the prisoner, he could ever, in the circum- 
stances — ^if his wife died from the effects of antimonial poison — 
be so far deceived as to believe she died of gastric fever. 

Now, let us consider what is the general effect and import 
of all this evidence. As I said before, Mrs. Pritchard appears 
never to have been out of the house after she became seriously 
ill. There is no appearance of her ever jroing out. Mrs. Taylor, 
from the time she came on the 10th February down to the date 
of her death on the 26th — e period of fifteen days — ^was engaged 
in attending upon her daughter and in managing the house, 
and whether she was ever out of doors does not appear, but, 
if so, it cannot have been much or long. Therefore, the two 
deceased ladies, during the whole of the important period in 
this case, were in the house, and we may say practically were 
never out of it. 
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Laf4 The prisoner was living in the house through the whole d 

ff-^«^.^/<i^i^ the time uninterruptedly. It does not appear that he ewr 
went from home during the time— of course^ he was out in ^ 
course of the day. We saw instances of that, but then we hid 
in evidence that he was resident in the house coostantly. There 
were two boarders in the house, Mr. King and Mr. CatrntiL 
who were very properly escamined before you, althoc^ thej 
could say nothing very material as to the case, for the porpoK 
of showing how impossible it was that they ooiild have had sdt 
concern with this antimonial poisoning. The other inmates of 
the house, besides the children, previous to the 16th Febrosir, 
were Catherine Lattimer and Mary MXeod, and subseqaeot 
to the 16th February Mary M'Leod and Mary Patterson. 

If you are satisfied, therefore, upon the first question idiidi 
I presented for your consideration, that Mis. Pritchard oertsinlj 
died of antinKMiy ; and if you are satisfied that Mrs. Taylor sko 
died of poison — although it might be from the (MMnbined sctioo 
of two or more ; if you are further satisfied that those desdis 
were not produced accidentally or suicidally ; and, further, thtt 
the poison which produced their deaths must have been adminii- 
tered by some one of the persons in the house^ then the inquiiy 
cc«nes into a narrow compass. 

There is very little to choose from. If the poisoning wis 
continued so as to become chronic, as it was very apUy cslled 
by s<Mne of the medical witnesses, and particularly in the esse 
of Mrs. Pritchard it was chronic poisoning, extending ovk a 
period of several months, then the inquiry ccMnes to Uiis, who 
amongst the inhabitants of that house did the deed? 

It is common in a question of this kind, and very natural, 
to consider in reference to any individual diarged with sodi 
a crime, first, what motive he had; secondly, what opportunity 
he had; and, thirdly, whether he was in possession of 
the agent or instrument by which death is caused : 
and it is right that I should direct your attentioo 
for a few minutes to these points. In regard to the 
matter of motive, I would suggest to you that the motive 
that the prisoner's pecuniary difficulties would be relieved by 
the death of Mrs. Taylor does not seem to have been satislac- 
torily made out. Tou will consider the evidence which was laid 
before you on the subject, but I confess I do not think it worth 
while to set it before you strain. Then the question comet 
to be, what was the motive? What is there in the shape of a 
motive that may be conceived or supposed to account for the 
perpetration of two such horrible crimes? That is the way it 
was stated, and ably stated, by the prisoner's oounseL 

But, gentlemen, there are some considerations applicable 
to that part of the case which I am bound to suggest to 
you. The absence of motive, in the ordinary sense of the 
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word, is not a very uncommon thing iq the experience Lord 

of a criminal court. In truth, the existence of any adequate J«»"ce-Clei 

motive for the perpetration of a great crime is a thing 

impossible; there is no adequate or sufficient motive for the 

commission of a great crime. Still, there may be what is called 

an intelligible motive — the existence of some evil passion, or 

some immediate and strong excitement, which, in a moment 

of half frenzy, drives a man to the commission d murder. These 

are all very evident and intelligible incentives to crime. 

But when we find that, in the opinion of the prisoner's counsel, 
there is no motive for the perpetration of this crime, it means 
no more than the motive has not been discovered if the crime 
has been c<»nmitted, and that it was committed by somebody, 
I fear, admits of little doubt. There must have been a motive 
or incentive, and yet we may never discover what it was. You 
are not in a position to say that there was no motive, but only 
that the motive has not been discovered; and the motives of 
human action, as we know from history and experience, are 
often inscrutable. 

Another motive or incentive for the perpetration of the 
murder of his wife has been suggested against the prisoner, 
and that is the existence of an illicit relation between himself 
and the girl M'Leod. This is a very important part of the case 
undoubtedly, and one to which you are bound to give due 
attention. The prosecutor suggests that the existence of that 
intercourse between him and the servant was the reason or the 
desire that led him to get rid of his wife. If that was the 
incentive for the commission of the crime, I do not tJhink there 
will be much difficulty in explaining the incentive to the com- 
mission of the other crime— that of the murder of his wife's 
mother, because we presume, in the course of the chronic 
poisoning of his wife, Mrs. Taylor would have been a great 
obstruction to and interference with his plans. But it is for 
you to say whether you think that the existence of an illicit 
connection with the servant girl is sufficient to account for his 
taking up this nefarious purpose of murdering his wife. 

It is a fair question for consideration, and one that I should 
desire you to turn your minds to very seriously, keeping only 
this in view, that, even supposing you find it impossible to 
assign an intelligible motive for the commission of one or both 
of ^ese murders, the entire absence of evidence of motive is 
not a sufficient reason for acquitting the prisoner if you are 
satisfied from the other evidence in the case that he is guilty. 
Motive, after all, can but create a presumption one way or 
another. It is not evidence of the fact of murder that a man 
has an obvious motive to commit it; and just as little can the 
absence of proof of the existence of a motive be a reason for 
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UHL finding ilie priaoner not gnflty if the eridenoe of die fmt of tti 

iBitiMCltrk miu^er be ■atiafactory against him. 

But theo» gentleinen» in tiie aecoDd plaoe^ as regvdt Ai 
opportonitieai it is soaioely neoessarj to eaj a sii^ vori. 
His opportimitioB, of ooorae, were such as a man oonld Mt 
possibly hare who was not at once the husband and mediat 
adviser of the one of these ladies, and the son-in-law sod fti 
medical adviser oi the other. Mr. Qark very properly «ii 
** It is not his fault that he had abundant opportunitiea TW 
relation existing between him and these ladies is not his fash, 
and it was the existence of that relation which gave him thoe 
opportunities." Quite true^ gentlemen, a very just obserfatkn; 
but, remember, on the other hand, that as the opportunities dii 
in point of fact, exist, he cannot argue the case as if they dU 
not 

Then, lastly, with regard to the aocused'a possession of tte 
agent or instrument by which death was aoccmiplished, Aat 
circumstance is also a strong fact against him. The possenoi 
of poisonous drugs to a certain extent is not in itself a suspjoosi 
circumstance in the case of a medical man. They are iu sqbw 
degree necessary; but the peculiar position of the matter n 
this case the nature of the drugs found in his eonsoMsg' 
room — ^is certainly not to be lighUy passed over, and stfll las 
the nature of the purchases that he had been making frosi 
two different apothecaries during the period to which oar 
inquiry more particularly refers. In his consulting-room tiMfe 
were found some parcels of tartar emetio — not a very Isife 
quantity — and some phials containing the remains oi tinetois 
oi aconite and of white powder to the extent o^ three or fbv 
grains^ containing a strange and somewhat unexplained mixture 
of tartarised antimony, or tartar emetic and arsenic 

These things were found in his consulting-room ; but what bsd 
he been purchasing during the period to whi<^ our iuqinrf 
refers f We have Uie evidence, first, of apothecaries upon thii 
subject, and we find that on the 16th of November he purdissed 
an ounce of tartar emetic, and upon the 7th of Februaiy lie 
purchased another ounce of the same poison — ^very ununial 
quantities^ as the apothecaries state, for a medical man to 
purchase. He had purchased no less than five and a half ouooei 
of tincture of aconite, some of it being Fleming's Tincture, ssd 
the others being the common tincture. That, the apothecsriM 
have stated, was a very unusual quantity for a medical min 
to purchase ; but I think it was a mistake in some respects to 
push this statement to the extent to which the prosecutor 
))re8fied it, because some of the other witnesses of the m*^ 
description who were examined said that for external applies^ 
tincture of aconite is sometimes sold in considerable quantitiei. 
and, if it were used for that purpose, it might account tor 
ago 
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* 8Uoh a large quantity being purchased hj the priaoner. But I Ur4 

do not think that anybody said that two ouncee of tartar 

■ emetic within a month or two was a usual quantity for one 

' medical man to use who was not in the practice of making up 

•' medicines at home, which the prisoner, in his conyersation with 

£ Dr. Paterson, says he was not. Besides, there were other very 

^ strange purchases, which have no immediate connection certainly 

with the poisoning in this case, but which it is fair to bring 

r under your notice; strychnine, conium, laudanum, digitalis^ 

morphia, and atropine— all strong poisons — were all traced to 

his possession. 

The prisoner, therefore, was undoubtedly possessed of a very 
large quantity of different kinds of poisonous substances; but 
what is most important is, that he was in possession of that 
very poison to which the death of Mrs. Pritchard is undoubtedly 
traced, and to which, in combination with others, the death 
of Mrs. Taylor is also to be traced — ^that is, antimony. So 
« that, whether we adopt to the full extent the conclusions of the 
inquiry now suggested by the Crown, it appears beyond a 
doubt that some one had been practising a system of poisoning, 
and that in the possession of the prisoner were the agents which 
were necessary to carry it on. 

Then, gentlemen, as I said before, who else could have done 
so? Catherine Lattimer, before the 16th February, Mary 
Patterson, after the 16th February, Mary M'Leod during the 
whole period, and the prisoner, were in the house. Are you 
disposed to connect any suspicion either with Catherine 
Lattimer or with Mary Patterson 1 Tou saw them both examined 
in the box and heard their evidence. Tou are as good judges 
as any men can be whether there is ground for suspecting Uie 
accession of either the one girl or the other to the compassing 
of the death of these two women in the manner you have 
heard described. I suppose you will not have any doubt on 
these points. 

But the prisoner's counsel has said that there was another 
person in that house who stands in a very different position, 
and that it appears, singularly enough, throughout the whoLe 
evidence that whenever an article of food was to be carried to 
Mrs. Pritchard, Mary MXeod's is the hand that bears it. In 
short, if I understand aright the theory of the prisoner's 
counsel, it is that Mary MXeod is the person who caused these 
two murders; and he invites you to choose between her and 
the prisoner at the bar, and to pronounce upon a balance of 
probabilities which of the two it was. 

Gentlemen, that is a very painful position for you to be 
placed in. If it be necessary that you decide absolutely between 
these two, it must be done. At the same time, the prisoner'tt 
counsel did not seem sufficiently alive> in considering this point, 
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Lord to the possibility that both might be implicated, and if that 

Jttittoe-Clark ^^re so, I suppose we should have little doubt as to which was 
the master and which the servant; and that, although the one 
might be the active hand that administered the poison, if two 
were concerned, you could have very little doubt who prepared 
it and who set on the other. And, in fact, if you should arrive 
at that conclusion, every article that the prisoner's counsel 
alluded to for the purpose of showing the guilt of Mary BfLeod 
would be an article of evidence to implicate the prisoner at 
the bar. 

But, gentlemen, I do not desire you to take this theory. On 
the contrary, I think it is quite right that you should consider 
upon the balance of probabilities, q» has been very well said, 
which of the two is the perpetrator of the crime. And, in 
considering the question, it is necessary for you to advert to 
this, that poisoning, if proved at all, extended over a consider- 
able period of time ; that the poison was administered in doses, 
any one of which was insufficient to produce death, but quite 
sufficient in the aggregate, and by the gradual reduction of 
the strength of the patient, at length to lead to a fatal termina- 
tion. Is it conceivable that a girl of sixteen years of age, in 
the position of a servant maid, could have herself conceived 
and executed such a design, and, if she had conceived it, could 
she have executed it within this house under the eye and subject 
to the vigilance of the husband of one of her victims, himself a 
medical man? 

Gentlemen, that is very hard to believe, indeed. On the 
other hand, if you can suppose that the prisoner at the bar 
was the person who conceived and executed this wicked design, 
it is not so difficult to believe that Mary M'Leod may have been 
the perfectly unconscious instrument of carrying out his pur- 
pose — suspecting nothing, knowing nothing of what was being 
done, seeing nothing but great kindness on the part of the 
prisoner towards his victims, and seeing them both dying, 
slowly, as in the case of Mrs. Pritchard, and, though rapidly 
in the case of Mrs. Taylor, still in a way the prisoner accounted 
for as a medical man. You may understand easily enough that 
a girl in the position of Mary Mliood might thus be made the 
unconscious means of carrying out tjiese designs with perfect 
innocence on her part. 

But, so far as I can see, there are but these three suppositions 
left to us, taking the case as presented on both sides of the 
bar. Somebody did it, always assuming you are satisfied that 
murder was committed. The parties who had access to these 
ladies, and who alone could have done it, are comprehended 
in the inmates of that house. Some of them are plainly inno- 
cent, and in the caae of the others the probability of guilt is 
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reduced to two. Of these two, one or both of them are guSty Lord 

of this deed. Jurtle.^1. 

Gentlemen, there is only one part of the case which I have 
not touched upon, and that is because there did not occur any 
fitting opportunity for doing «o before— I mean the difficulty 
which has been suggested as to the true cause of Mrs. Taylor's 
death. It is contended, on the part of the prisoner, that Mrs. 
Taylor died of opium, and that that opium was administered 
by her own hand ; and it is said that if that were so — ^if she 
really died from the effects of opium, and that opium adminis- 
tered by her own hand — it is impossible to say there was 
murder in her case at all. 

Now, observe exactly how the case stands with regard to 
her. There is no doubt that when Dr. Paterson saw Mrs. 
Taylor he was under the impression that she was dying from 
the effects of a narcotic poison, and opium is such a 
poison. He was not then aware of what were the con- 
tents of the bottle, by reason of the taking of which 
it now clearly appears her death was occasioned ; but we 
are now in possession of the contents of that bottle. We 
know that it consists partly of opium, and partly of two other 
poisons — ^antimony and aconite. We have the testimony of the 
medical men that the quantity of opium taken on the occasion, 
more or less, must have been accompanied by a certain pro- 
portion of aconite and antimony; and if she took no more 
than her accustomed quantity of opium — of Battle/s mixture — 
say, a hundred drops^ or something of that kind — she must 
have imbibed along with it a sufficient quantity of the other 
poisons to cause her death, from the proportion in which they 
were present. If that be so, and if you are of opinion that, 
upon the evidence, the poisons of antimony and aconite were 
put into the bottle by the hands or through the instrumentality 
of the prisoner; if he contributed these poisons to the mixture 
that caused her death, there can be no doubt whatever that in 
law, and I think I may submit, in plain common sense, she 
died by the poison that he had put into this bottle. 

But, gentlemen, on the other hand, if you ^ould be impressed 
with the difficulties that have been suggested on the part of 
the prisoner regarding the cause of Mrs. Taylor's death, if you 
should think t£iat there is the slightest imperfection in the 
proof that she was actually murdered, that she was done to 
death by poison administered, it may be, by her own hand, 
but out of a bottle drugged for the purpose — if you should 
think there is any doubt about that — ^you will, of course, give tilie 
prisoner the benefit of the doubt, however little it may 
relieve him of the grave fact — if you are satisfied of t^e fact — 
that these poisons were introduced into that bottle by him. 

But, even supposing it were so, that you acquit him of the 
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Ufd^ murder of Mrs. Taylor, you will bear in mind in dealing with 
Initwe Clerk ^^ ^^ ^j ^^ ^5^^^ ^^^ ^j^j^ ^j^g charge of the murder of hii 

wifoy Mrs. Pritchard, you do not throw out of view the circum- 
stances which you conceive to be established by the evideooe 
connected with the death of Mr& Taylor, and which are most 
nuiterial parts of the case in the charge of the murder of Mn. 
Pritchard. 

And now, gentlemen, I have dona I am extremely sorry thst 
it has been necessary for me, in the discharge of my duty, to 
detain you so long; but I have ventured to ttiink, in a case of 
such magnitude, such great importance, and in a case, I must 
say, of such appalling consequence^ that I could not do less 
than present to you everything that appeared to my own mind 
to be nuiterial as bearing either way on this case. You will 
now be kind enough to consider your verdict, and I am sure 
the result will be one which is satisfactory to your miods. 

The LoRo Jushob-Clsrk having concluded his charge, the 
jury then retired to consider their verdict. 

After an absence of fifty-five minutes the jury returned into 
Court, and, having answered to their names, the foreman, Mr. 
Sim, announced that the jury had agreed upon the following 
VM^ict: — 

''The jury unanimously find the prisoner guilty of both 
charges as libelled." 

The verdict having been recorded. 

The Solicitor-Gbnbral moved that the Court pass sentence. 

The prisoner having been asked to stand up. 

The LoRO Justicb-Clhrk addressed him as follows: — ^Edward 
WiUiam Pritchard, you have been found guilty by the unanimous 
verdict of the jury of the two murders charged against you in 
this libel, and the verdict proceeds upon evidence which, 1 
believe, leaves in the minds of no reasonable being the slightest 
doubt of your guilt Tou are aware that upon such a verdict 
one sentence only can be pronounced. (The prisoner bowed.) 
Tou must be condemned to suffer the last penalty of the law. 
(The prisoner again bowed.) It is neither my duty nor my 
inclination to say one word which shall have the effect of 
aggravating the horror of your position, and I leave it to the 
ministers of religion to address to you exhortations to 
repentance, which, by God's blessing, I hope may be attended 
with a good result. Let me only remind you that you have 
but a short time left on this earth, and I beseech you to devote 
that short space to making your peace with Heaven. Listen 
now to the sentence of the Court. 

The LoRo Justicb-Clbrk, assuming the black cap, then 
proceeded to read the following sentence: — ^In respect of the 
verdict before recorded, the Lord Justice-Clerk and Lords 
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CommiBsioners of Justiciary deoern and adjudge the panel, Lord 
Edward William Pritchard, to be carried from the bar back J«rtiee-<^erl 
to the prison of Edinburgh, and from thence forthwith to be 
transmitted under a sure guard till brought to and incarcerated 
in the prison of Glasgow, therein to be detained, and fed on 
bread and water only, till the 28th day of July current; and 
upon that day between the hours of eight and ten o'clock 
forenoon, ordain the said Edward William Pritchard to be 
taken furth of said prison to the common place of execution 
of the burgh of Glasgow, or to such place as the magistrates of 
Glasgow shall appoint as a place of execution, and there, by 
the hands of the common executioner, be hanged by the neck 
upon a gibbet till he be dead, and ordain that his body 
thereafter be buried within the precincto of the prison of 
Glasgow; and further ordain his whole moveable goods and 
gear to be escheat and inbrought to Her Majesty's use. His 
lordship then, removing the black cap, added — ^Which is pro- 
nounced for doom, and may God Almighty have mercy upon 
your soul.. 

The prisoner, before being removed, again bowed to the bench 
and al»o to the jury. 

The LoBD Justics-Clsbk then thanked the jury for their 
attendance, after which, the prisoner having been removed, 
the Court rose. 
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A BbIBV AoCOUMT OV THB JuDGM AKD CoUVBIL BMQAOBD Of THS 

Tbial OV Db. Pbitcha&d. 

John Imoub, Lobd Olmncobbb (1810-1891^, youngest son of the 
Rot. Dr. John Inglis, minister of Old Greyfnare Pansh, Edinburgh, 
wisfl bom in George SqaAre, Edinburgh, on 2l8t August, 1810. He 
wisfl ednoated «t uie High School of Edinburgh, the Uniyenity of 
Glasffow (LL.D., 1869). and B^lliol College, Oxford (B.A., 1834; 
D.O.L.. 1859). Galled to the Bar in 1835, he soon acquii^ a 
reputation as an Sequent and skilful pleader. He was appointed 
an Adrocate-depute in 1844. and in February, 1852, he Deoame 
Solicitor-General for Sootlana under Lord Derby's administration. 
On the defeat of the GoTernment he was elected Dean of the 
Faculty of Advocates ; and in 1858 be became Lord Adyocate, and 
was retamed to the House of Commons as member for Stamford. 
On IStii July of that year he was raised to the Bench as Lord 
Justice-Clerk. On 26th February, 1867, on the death of Lord 
Colonsay, be was appointed Lord Justice-General of Scotland and 
Ixkrd President of the Court of SeGsion. He died at his residence 
of Loganbank, Midlothian, on 20th August, 1891, one day before 
the completion of his eighry-first year. 

As a pleader, Inglis' most famous achieyement was his brilliant 
defence of Bladeleine Smith in 1857, and his address to the jury 
in that historic trial is rightly considered a masterpiece of forensic 
eloquence. As a lawyer, he stood alone among the men of his 

feneration, and he had a greater judicial reputation than any 
^ udge since Lord Stair. He was courteous, digniBed, and patient 
in the discharge of his high office, and possessed Che gift of lucid 
and stately expression. No occupant of the Bench has earned 
a higher name for uprightness of character and soundness of 
judgment. 

Jambs CRAuroRO. Lobd Abdmillan (1805-1876) eldest- son of 
Major Archibald Clifford Blackwell Crauford of Ardmillan, Ayr- 
shire, was bom at Hayant, Hampshiie, in 1805. He was educated 
at Ayr Academy and at the Uniyersities of Edinburgii and 
Glasgow. He became an adyocate in 1829. On 14th March, 
1849, he was appointed Sheriff of Perthshire, and on 16th Noyem- 
ber, 1853, Solicitor-General for Scotland under the administration 
of Lord Aberdeen. He was nominated to the post of Judge of 
the Court of Session on 10th January, 1855, and assumed the title 
of Lord Ardmillan. He died at his residence, 18 Charlotte Square, 
Edinburgh, on 7th September, 1876. 

As an adyocate, Crauford acquired a considerable practice in 
criminal cases and in the Church Courts. He was an effect iye 
and eloquent pleader. As a Judge, he is best remembered as 
haying, on 3i^ July, 1862, deliyered judgment in the Outer 
House in the celebrated Yelyerton marriage case, finding against 
the legality of the alleged marriage. 
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Chablss Baillib, Lobo Jirvibwoodb (1804-1879), the aeoond son 
of Mr. Oeorge Baillie of MeUeretain, Berwickshire, and Jerria* 
woode, Lanarkediire, was bom on 3rd November, 1804. He wm 
admitted as an adyocate in 1830. He filled thek office of AdTOcate- 
depute from 1844 to 1846 under the ministry of Sir Robert Peel, 
and agpain in 1852 under that of the Earl of Derby. He was 
appointed Sheriff of Stirlinashire <m 2nd March, 1853, and acted 
in that capacity till, on 26th February, 1858, he became Solicitor- 
Oeneral for Sootland. In the latter year he was appointed Lord 
Adyocate. having been returned unopposed as member for the 
county or Linlithgow ; and, on 15th April, was raised to the Bench, 
with the judicial title of Lord Jenriswoode^ a position which he 
occupied for fifteen years. In 1874 he retired from his jadicial 
functions to his country residence, Drybur^ House, Bozburgb- 
shire, where he resided till his death on 23rd July, 1879. 

As a pleader, Baillie was not remarkable for his forensic abilitv, 
but his reputation for able and conscientious work was high. As 
« Judee, he was distinguished for his judicial learning and 
personal integrity. 

Gbobgb Youno. Lobd Young, the eldest son of the late Alex- 
ander Young, Esquire of Roeefield, Kirkcudbright, procurator- 
fiscal of Dumfriessnire, was born in Dumfries in 1819, and was 
called to the Scottish Bar in 1840. In 1853 he was appointed 
Sheriff of Inverness, and in 1860 Sheriff of Haddington and 
Berwick. He held office as Solicitor-Oeneral for Scotland from 
1862 to 1866, and again from 1868 to 1869, in which latter date 
he was appointed Lord Advocate. After a brilliant professional 
and political career, on 18th February 1874, he was raised to 
the Bench, with the judicial title of Lord Youn^, a position which 
he filled until his retirement, after a lon^ and distinguished tenure 
of office, in May, 1905. When, as not infrequently happened, he 
had occasion to differ from his learned brethren of the Second 
Division, on appeal being taken to the House of Lords, great 
weight invariably attached to his opinion. 

On 26th June, 1903, the Town Council of Dumfries conferred 
upon his lordship the freedom of his native town on account of hk 
services to the country, both as Lord Advocate, when he carried 
through the Education Act of 1872, and as a Judge of the Court 
of Session for the long period of twenty-nine years. 

Adam OirroRD, Lobd Giffobd (1820-1887), eldest son of James 
Qifford, Master of the Merchant Company, was bom at Edinburgh 
on 29th Februarv 1820, and was educated at the Edinburgh Insti- 
tution. In 1835 he was apprenticed to his uncle, a solicitor; 
but, abandoning that branch of the profession, was <»lled to the 
Bar in 1849. In 1861 he was appointed an Advooate-depute, 
and in that capacity he, in 1862, conducted, on behalf of the 
Crown, the prosecution of Jessie M'Lachlan in the well-known 
Sandyford murder case. He became Sheriff of Orkney in 1865^ a 
post which he held until his elevation to the Bench on 28th 
January, 1870. He resigned that office, owing to ill-health, on 
25th January, 1881. He died on 20th January^ 18S7. 

As an advocate, Oifford was able and peraevenn^, and acquired 
an extensive practice. As a Judge, lie was dntinguished by 
strong common sense, and as having a desire to promote equity 
in jurisprudence. By his will he bequeathed a sum of about 
£80,000 to found the well-known Oifford Lecturedlips on natural 
theology in Edinburgh, Olasgow, Aberdeen, and St. Andrews. 
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^s* Jahs8 Abthvr Crichton (1825-1891) was the son of the late 
^ Hew Crichton, Writer to the Signet, Edinburgh, and was born in 
^ 1825. He was called to the Bar in 1847, and acquired an exten- 
..;. fldTO consulting practice. He was appointed to the office of 
r." Advocate-depute in 1862, in which capacity he assisted in the 
^.' prosecution of Dr. Pritchard ; and in 1870 he was appointed SheriflF 
^' of Fife. In 1886 he succeeded Sheriff Davidson as Sheriff of the 
^ Lothians and Peebles, which office he held till the time of his 
'^ death, which took place in 1891. 

^^ He was of a kindly and genial disposition, and possessed of a 
^^ sound knowledge of law. His judgments as Sheriff were seldom 
^ reversed by the superior Courts. 

1 Andrbw Ruthkbftjrd Clabk. Lord Rvthsbfued Clark (1828- 

H 1899)^ second son of the late Dr. Thomaa Clark, EcTinburgh, was 

' bom in 1828, his mother being a sister of Lord Rutherfurd. Edu- 

B oated at the University of Edinburgh, he was admitted an advocate 

1 in 1849. In 1851 he was appointed Advocate-depute, and held 

t the like office from 1853-8. In 1859 he was appointed Sheriff of 

Inverness, and in 1861 Sheriff of Haddington and Berwick. He 

came prominently before the Dublic in 1865 in connection with the 

Pritchard trial and the Breadalbane succession case. In 1869 he 

succeeded Lord (then Mr.) Young or Solicitor-General for Scotland. 

which office he held till 1874, when he was elected Dean or 

Faculty. He was raised to the Bench in 1875. He retired, 

owing to ill-healthy in March, 1896, and died at his residence, 

Inveresk House, M.U8selburgh, on 26th July, 1899. 

At the Bar he was one of the most successful pleaders of hi» 
time, and acquired an extensive and lucrative practice. As a 
Judge, he was distinguished by a comprehensive knowledpce of law 
and practice, combined with good sense end acumen. 

William Watson, Lord Watson (1827-1899), son of the Rev. 
Thomas Watson, was born at the Manse, Covington, Lanarkshire, 
on 25th August, 1827, and was educated at the Universities of Edin- 
burgh and Glasgow. He was admitted an advocate in 1851, but 
for many years made slow progress in his profession. From the 
time of his appearance for the defence in the Pritchard trial, 
however, his practice steadily increased ; and in 1874 he was 
appointed Solicitor-Greneral for Scotland. In the following year 
he was elected Dean of the Faculty of Advocates; and in 1876 
became Lord Advocate, and represented in Parliament the Uni- 
versities of Glasgow and Aberdeen. In January, 1879, he con- 
ducted, as Lord Advocate, the prosecution of the Directors of 
the City of Glasgow Bank. On 28th April, 1880, he was appointed 
a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary in succession to the late Lord 
Gordon, and was created a life peer by the title <^ Baron Watson 
of Thankerton. He died at Sunlaws House, Kelso, on 14th 
September, 1899. 

His great judicial qualities earned him the reputation of being, 
with the possible exception of Lord President Inglis, the greatest 
Soots lawyer of his time. His judgments were remarkable for 
massive strength of diction and directness in reasoning, and were 
equally well received by the profession both as regards English 
and (Scottish 



David Brand, Sheriff of Ayrshire, son of the late Robert Brand, 
Glasgow, was born there in 1837. He was educated at Glasgow, 
Edinburgh, and Heidelberg Universities. From the latter Uni- 
versity he has received the degree of Doctor UtriiLsque Juris. He 
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was admitted a member of the Faculty of Adrooates in 1864, and 
from 1880 to 1885 acted as AdTooate-depute. Wliile Home-depate 
he prosecuted aa one of the counsel for the Crown in the Gla^gov 
Dynamitaida case, whero ten aoouaed were all convicted. He alaa 
prosecuted in various important capital caaea, indnding the 
Gorebndge oaae, in which two accused were both convicted. In the 
latter year he was appointed Sheriff of Ayrshire, a judicial office 
which he still holda (February, 1906). 

He was appointed chairman of the CrofterB OommisBion immedi- 
ately on the passing of the Act in 1886: chairman ai the Royal 
Commissions (Hi^lands and Islands), 1892-96 ; and a Commissioner 
under the Congested Districts (Scotland) Act. 1897. He is a 
member of the Northern Lighthouse Bcard^nd is joint author of 
an edition of the Court of Session Act, 18o8. 



APPENDIX n. 



SUIIIIABT OF LbGAL PoiKTS iJUBIllO OUT OF TBS TeUL OF 

Dn. Pritcbard. 

I. INDICTMENT. 

Separation of Charges. — Circumstances in which, in an indict- 
ment libelling two charges of murder by poison, a motion on the 
part of the panel that the charges should De taken separately was 
refused. 

II. MEDICAL WITNESSES 

Medical witnesses on both sides allowed to remain in Court, on 
condition that they should withdraw while evidence of meoical 
opinion was being given. 

III. EVIDENCE. 

(1.) Precognition.— Question proposed to be put to a witness 
disallowed bv the Court, as comprehending an inquiry into what 
the witness had stated on precognition. 

(2.) Hearsay.— Objection to a certain line of examination as 
involving hearsay evidence — repelled. 

(3.) Notice.— (a) In a charge of murder by the panel of his wife 
and her mother it was proposed by the prosecutor to aak a 
witness, a female servant in the house, whether during a time 
stated the wife had seen the panel use any familiarities with 
witness. Question objected to as leading to a separate line of 
inquiry, of which no notice had been given— but allowed under 
the circumstances. 

(6) The witness having deponed that she had been with child to the 
panel, and that she had a miscarriage* held incompetent to ask 
whether the panel gave her anything to cause the miscarriage, there 
being no notice in tne indictment of any such charge. 
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A List of Pubuoatiovs ov thb SuBjaor or 
Db. Pritohabd'8 Trial. 

1. A^Gomplete Beport | of the Trial of I Dr. E. W. Pritchaid, | for 
I The Alleged Poisoning of his Wife and Mother-in-law. | Reprinted, 
by Special Permission, mm " The Scotsman." | Gkrefully Bevised by 
an Eminent Lawyer, j With an Accurate Portrait. | 

Edinburgh : William Kay, 5 Bank Street 1865 : 8yo pp. 
viiL+184. Second edition, 1866 : pp. viiL-f 136. 

8. Beport of the [ Trial of Dr. Edward William PriUhard I for the 
Poisoning; of his Wife and Mother-in-Law. | Before the High Court 
of Justiciary, Edinburgh, July 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7. [Portrait and fac- 
dmile automph.] 

Edinouivh : Henry Bobertson. Glasgow : William Love. 
Anaall News-agents. Price Twopence. v.d.[1866.] Sm. 
4to, pp. 38. 

3. Historical and Scientific | Notice | of the Poisons employed by | 
Br. Pritchard : | Antimony, Aconite, and Chloroform. | By A. Jaeger, 

I Chemist^ | of the firm of Cochran & Hay, Kirtonfield, Neilston, 
Scotland. | 

Glasgow : Printed by Kerr & Bichardson, 1866. Peap 8vo, 
pp. 10. 

4. EdinbuTffh | Medical Journal, | combining ] The Monthly 
Journal of Medicine | and | The Edinburgh Medical and Surgical 
Journal I YoL XI.— July 1866 to June 1866. | 

Eainburgh : Oliver and Boyd, [etc.] moocglzyi : 8va 
Beport of the Trial : pp. 163-900. 

6. Beportsof Cases I before | The High Court | and | Circuit Courts 
of Justiciary | in Scotland. | During the years 1866, 1866, and 1867. | 
by I Alexander Forbes Irvine, | Advocate. | VoL V. | 

Edinburgh : T. & T. dark, [etc.] mdooglxviii : 8vo. 
Beport of the Trial : pp. 88-191. 

6. Beports of Trials | for | Murder bv Poisoning ; | by | Prussic 
Add, Strychnia, Antimony, | Arsenic, and Aconitia. J including the I 
Trials of Tawell, W. PkJmer, Dove, Madeline Smith, Dr. Pritchard^ 
[etc.] I by I G. Lathom Browne, [etc] | and | C. G. Stewart^ [etc.] | 

London : Stevens and Sons, [etc.] 1883 : 8vo. 
Beport of the Trial : pp. 387-448. 

7. Bemarkable Scottish Poisoners. | (Oauses C^l^bres.) | Dr. E. 
Pritchard, | The Glasgow Poisoner. | ''Give me a man tnat is not 
passion's slave,** J [etc.] i Hamlet. Act I., Scene 2. | 

Edinburgh : A. Brown (Old Darien House), 16 Bristo Place. 
v.D. 12mo^ pp. 16. 
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8. Studies | in | Black and Bed t bj | Joseph Foster | [etc] | 
London : Ward & Downev [etc.]" 1896 : Crown 8vo. 
Chapter XXTI : Dr. £. W. Pritchard. 



9. Mysteries of Police | and | Crime | a general sarrey of wra^ 
doing I and its porsuit I by | Major Arthur Griffiths | [etc] | In tn 
volumes. 

London : Cassell and Company, Limited [etc.1 1896 : Sra 
VoL II, part VI, chap. XXV : Dr. Pritchard. 

10. Poison Bomance and | Poison Mysteries. | by | CL J. S. Thorn- 
on, I [etc] 

London : The Scientific Press, Ld., [etc.] 1899 : Grown 8to. 
Chapter XIII : The Case of Dr. Pritchaid. 

11. Famous Trials | of the Century J [etc] | The Queen aoiut 
Pritchard | by | J. B. Atlav, M.A. | [etc] | 

London : Gr ant R ichards 1899 : Crown 8vo. 

Chapter VII : The Queen against PritchaitL 

The following publications are of interest in oonneotion with 
Dr. Pritchard personally:-— 

12. Pritchard (Edward William), M.D.— Obserratione on Fiiej 
as a Watering Place; or, a Guide for VisitoiB. Scarboroa^: 
George L. Beeforth, 3 St. Nicholas Street. 1853. 12mo. 39 pf» 
(last leaf not numbered). 

13. Chair of Surgery in Anderson's University. — Aralioatioa of 
Edward William Pritchard, M.D. Glasgow: Printed by John 
Dayidson, St. Enoch Square. N.D. [I860.] 12mo. 14 pp. 

14. Roxburgh (John), D.D.— The Retributire Proridenoe of 
God. Manifested in Connection with the Crime and Punidiment 
of Dr. Pritchard. A Sermon. Published by Bequest. Glasgow: 
Thomas Murray & Son. Edinburgh: William Ritehie. 1865. 
8to. 23 pp. 

Two anonymous poems ofn the subject of Dr. Pritchard were 
published in Gksgow in 1865, the one entitled *' Dr. Pritchard 
turned into a Pillar of Salt," and the other '' An Hour with the 
Ghost/' both in pamphlet form. Numerous broadsheets, contain- 
ing doggerel verse on subjects connected with the tiial, also 
appeared in the same year, vis. "A new Poem on Dr. Pritchard,*' 
by Darid Keri\ weaver. Kirkintilloch; ''The Lament of Mr. 
l^ylor for his Wife and Daughter; " '' A Lament for the Children 
of Dr. Pritchard ; " " Lines on the Execution of Dr. Pritchard ; " 
Ac. On the morning of the execution there was also publifibed 
a broadsheet giving an aooount of the oonvict's career, and con- 
taining a rude woodcut of his execution. 

Reports of, and comments upon, the trial appeared in the 
contemporary newspaper press of the United kingdom. The 
case was also discussed from both the legal and medical stand- 
points in various magazines, e.g., " The Journal of Jarispmdence *' 
(Angust, 1865, vol. ix., pp. 288-294) and the " Lancet ^ (1865, vol. 
ii., pp. 62 and 73). OroervatioUs on the conduct of Dr. Patenon 
from the professional point of view will be found on pp. 69 and 95 
of the last^mentioned volume. 
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Appendix IV. 

APPENDIX IV. 

DR. PRITCHARD'S DIARIES, 
Found in bib Gonsitltino-Room avtbb his Apprehension. 

I. 

EXCBRPTS FROM ** LbTTS' MiDlOAL DiART, l8B4." 

October 1864. 

5 Wed: 

Pd Oatherine Latimer £2 to go to Oarlisle in Pt (Wages). 

6 Th: 
Catherine £1 more. 

19 Wed: 
Oatherine back from Oarlisle. 



31 Mon : 
Richard King oame. 



26 Sat: 
Hory. 

28 Mon: 
Telegram 1/. 



Novtmher- 



December. 



6 Tu: 
Natal Day— God preserve me and mine. 

12 Mon : 

Pd. T. D. Alexander 82.6.8. 

22 Th: 

Fa Fa Mamma A Grandma Ali Ali A Kenny, oame home. 

II. 

EXCXRPTS VROM '< LxTTS' MSDIOAL DiAET, 1865.'^ 

January 1865. 

10 Taes: 
>Fa Fa left. 

11 Wed. 

*Thom home. 

23 Mon: 

Ist Complaint R. King ' M M. 
Water Ao. 



* Accuad's eldeit dftuphttt. * T. Goiuiell,Ioii« of aeeoMd's boarden. 

sMMyH<Leod. 
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February. 

7 TSi * 

>Dr. J. M.' C. here 

8 Wed: 

Dr. J. M. C. left Dr. Gmudner 

9 Th: 
Dr. Gkirdner S/s 
'MiBB Laird oame 

10 Pri: 
'Gnandmama 

16 Wed: 
^Pd Oath Latimer £11 left my serWce too old 

February. 
16 Th: 
Catherine left 10 p.m. 
'Mary Patterson Cook joined my aervioe 

23 Th: 
Cork Screw, Tumbler 2/4d 



35 Sat: 



1 a.m. Died here Jane Taylor 
ai^ed 70. Dr. J. IC a OTer 
Mr. M. Taylor 



27 Mon: 
Wrote Dr. J. M. C. 
Body left 11/45 for Edina 

28 Shrove Tu: 
**Dr. M. T. came 

Telegrams 3/ 

March. 

1 Mar: 

Letter from Dr. J. M. C. Will 2/3 <!; 1/3 rd' 
Wrote Dr. C. 

2 Th: 

Baried Mrs. Taylor, poor Dear Grandma in Grange Gemetiy 

4 Sat: 
Inventory at Edinbro 

* Dr. James Molhtt Cowan, a witmn. * A wIUmm. * Mm. I^lor. 

* Oatherine Graham or Latfmor, a wttnen. • A -rritni— _ 

• Dr. Michaal WalneU Tajlor, a witncM. 

* Tbifl the import of Mrs. Taylor's Settloment— 2/8dfl to lira. Prftchanl aad IJlri to 

Di: M. W. Tajlor. ^^ 
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March. 
7To: 
15/3 anchor 

10 Fri: 

Edina Saw Fa Fa Mary Kenny dined with J. M. C 

11 Sat: 

Freeh Batter * Chamomile Fir 2.0 

14 Tu: 
Wrote Dr. J. M. C. Dr. Taylor 

18 Sat; 

At 1 a.m. Mary Jane my Beloved puflwod away. 



in. 

EXCBRPTS FBOM '' BlACKWDOD'S SHILLING SCRIBBLING DiABT, 1865." 

January 1866. 
9 Monday. 
The type of fever, saye Professor Gairdner, cannot be cut short. 
Query? 
That little or no medicine is needed, not even stimulants. 

February 1865. 

24 Friday. 

About 9 p.m. (Jane Cowan) Mrs. Taylor was seised with vertiso 
and rigors, quickly becoming oomatoee, with paralysis of the left 
side: stertorous breathing— involuntary passing of faeces — mori- 
buna in three hours— dying. 

25 Saturday. 

About 1 a.m. this morning passing away calmly— peacefully— 
and the features refining a life-like character — so finely drawn 
was the transition that it would be impossible to determine with 
decision the moment when life may be said to be departed. 

March 1865. 
2 Thursday. 
At Edinbro'. Burial of Mrs. Taylor in Grange Cemetry, fifty 
3rards from entrance, to the left— next the Lover's Loan. 

4 Saturday. 
At Edinbro. Division of pensonality. 

11 Saturday. 
Consultation in Edinbro. 

17 Friday. 
Cerebral excitement, M. J.; consult Dr. Paterson— ordered 
chlorodyne X vin Ipecac: sol Morphx x xAqua cinamomi m. 



1 Anchor brooch bought from Mrs. Stewart, witneas No. 47, and given to Mary M'Leod. 
' Dr. Cowan. '^ Chamomile tea given to Mm. PiitchArd on thlM date. 



Dr. Pritchard. 

March 1865. 

18 Saturday. ^ .. j 
Died here at 1 a.m. Mary Jane, my own beloved wife, aged 

38 yean — no torment aurrounded her bedside— but, like a calm, 
peaceful Iamb of God— passed Minnie away. 

May God and Jesua, Holy Oh., one in three— welcome Minnie. 
Prayer on prayer till mine be o^er; everlasting lore. Save ns, 
Lord, for Tliy dear Son. 

19 Sunday. 
Grand pa here. 



APPENDIX V. 



ExoBBPTS from LETTERS recovered in the case of Edward 
William Pbitchaad, bearing upon Mrs. Pbitchabd'b visit to 
Edinburgh in the end of November 1864, her health when 
there, and after her return, up till the time of her death. 

No. 42 

(1) From letter, Mra. Pritohard to her daughter, Misa Pritchard, 
commencing 'Mv deareert Fan,' and ending 'Tour own dear 
' mamma Auiry Pritchard.' 

' I got your letter yesterday but could not answer by return of 
' poet as you wished. 

' I should like to go to you for a few d^ys, but this week it wiU 
' be impossible first of all, I cannot go out 2nd I have the new 
' pupil to set to rights and make all smooth for him and lastly I 
* must see after Horace and Kenny's warm clothing I had just 
'commenced putting their winter dothes in order when I was 
' laid up Perhaps if I am not better next week if grand ma 
' writes to your papa he may send me for a few days the week 
' grand papa is most likely to be here or at least part of the time. 
' I am better but my cold is still in my head ana eyes and dont 
'sleep well at night I was soriy that I could not finish Ailis 
' dress but on Saturday I was too ill to leave my bed till after tea 
' . . tell grand ma Mr King came on Monday.^ 



No. 30 

(2) From letter. Miss Pritchard to her father, commencing 'I 
' love you 1 Lauder Road, Grange Edin.,' and ending ' Sunday 
'evening Edinburgh.' 



(1) This letter Appeara to faave been written on a day in the wtk ending 5tb Novem- 
ber, nils, ehown from the laet paiagraph excerpted "Tell Grandma Mr. Kins came 
on Mondajr," and the entry in Lette's Diary for 1864, where, under date Slet iKtober 
(Monday), the following entry appears— "Blchard King came." 

(2) This letter apparently written after receipt of the immediately preceding letter, 
and very likely on Sunday, the 6th November, as the letter next qnoted, mmntly in 
answer to this, is dated IWi November, and speaks of her letter havingbeen left 
unanswered, which it could not have been, had it been written on SnndayVthe ISth. 
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' Onand mama I am eorry to say is not able to write to yoo 
' herself, She has been in ^d for the last three days with a cold 
' but she is better now I am happy to aav. My darling if you will 
' spare dear mama for a few days it will help to cheer dear grand 

* mamma and as poor mamma has been ill the change will do her 
' good. Do let her come for grand mamma would lise to see her 

* and have her with us for a few days. Grandmamma sends her 
' love to you & bb^js if you will let ner cwme you must send her 
' first class. I will be at the station with a cab to meet her so 
' if you will write by return of x>ost & let me know what day wo 
' may expect her.' 



No. 43 

(3) From letter from Dr. Pritchard to MisB Pritchard, dated 
' 14th 11.64/ and ending ' your affectionate papa Edward.' 

' Your letter has been left unanswered expecting ' lAamma ' 
' would be better. 



' It grieves me much to add she continues very poorly— not able 
to be up till middle of the day. Mr King you know is with us 
' now and if Mamma were better I do not t£ink we could manage 



' without her. 
' Unless Dear Grandma could come and take charge while she 

* is away. 

' I was so glad to find you were getting on at school— and if I 
' hear Bood accounts, by and by— we will astonish your hangings 

* by adding something to your property.' 



No. 40 



(4) Fram letter, Mis Pritchard to Miss Pritchard, commenoiBg 
' My Dear Fan,' and ending ' Ever Dear Fan your own Mamma 
' Mary Pritchard.' 

' Papa answered your letter I think the other day so I did not 
' write to you I hope dear Grand Mamma is better again and 
' able to be about as usual. 

* I haye still my cold but not so bad as it was. My head 
'still aches daily and iny eyes are not quite right yet. I am 
* going to ask Papa to allow me over for a few 

' think I would sooner shake off the weariness 

' by a short change but if I do come I must bring Kenny with 
'me .......... 

' . , . if I do come it will be on 

Saturday by the 2 o'c train if I dont it can't be helped.' 



CD m» letter proree iti own data 

(4) Thii written after the immediately praoeding one» ae diewii from the flmt 
Mxagnwh ; but beyond tU^ and the fact that it mvst hare been written before S8th 
NoTember.Mihown tnm the poet-ma^ of the enrelope in iriiich No. M waefonnd, 
tibere ie nothing b7 which the pieeiee date can be fixed. The paper ie torn where «IM 



Dn Pritchard. 

No. 32 

(5) From letter, Mrs PritohArd to Dr Pritcbard, oomnieiiciiK 
' 1 Lander Road Edinburgh My Dear Edward/ and sabscribed 
' Ehrer year Minnie.' 

' Kenn:^ and I arrived safely yesterday Oiiand P. and 6 M 
' along with Fanny and Aili wore waiting for ua. 

' Today has been fine, but I have not been oat. I feel better 
* but no appetite I suppose it will oome.' 



No. 34 

(6) From letter, Mrs Pritch&rd to Dr Pritchard, oommencing 
'1 Lauder Road Edinburgh My Dear Ted,' and ending '£r«r 
' Dear Ted, Your Minnie.' (Found in an enyelope bearing Edin- 
burgh and Glasgow post-marks of Noyember 28th 1864.) 

' I am very yezed to hear that Dear Horace is ill Had he 
' taken anything to disagree with him when he was oatP Yonr 
by TeTej - - 



_ . iTegraph relieyed me much 
' Miss fio£Eat was mistaken when she said that I had .been oat to 
'a party. Grand mamma and Grand papa were at Mib John 

* Mofiats but I was sitting quietly at home Tbey wished me to 
' go but I did not feel well enoufl^ I baye been out two or three 
' times once to get under wooUen clothing which has kept me 

* much warmer and more comfortable Yesterday 1 went with 
' Grand ma to hear Spurgeon preach — an immense number of 
' people. I baye made no calls yet except to Miss Bain as I had 
' promised to go the finst time 1 was out ..... 
' Grand mamma is better she sends her loye to you and thinks I 
' haye improyed yery much since I came here My eyea «re much 
' better.' 



No. 29 

(7) From letter, Mrs. Taylor to Dr. Pritchard, commencing *1 
' Laud. Friday eyening,' ana ending * eyer youm J. Taylor.' 

' You cannot think how much we were disappointed at not seeing 
' you after the double hope held out to us that we should hare 
'that pleasure That you were usefully employed was the only 
' oonaolation. I hope that by this time Horry is well A will in 
' future ayoid crab apple. 

' Mary has improy^ yery mucb since she has been heiv and is 
' now able to go oat and enjcy her daily walk.' 



(6) TIm flune obMrratfon m made on Na 40 apBllee to thb alea TUb ia tiie flm 
kttor written bj Mn. Pritchani after gKiHag to BdinSantfa. 

(0) Date shown bj post-mariE on enrelope, and reference in the letter to illnew ef 
Horace, and telegram taken in connection with entriee in Lette'e Diary nnder dates 
Hatnrday, 86th, and Mondajr, SSth Noremher, '* Hoty," " teUgram." 

(7) Nothing to ibt date. 
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No, 31 

(8) From letter, MkB Pritobard to her father, oommenoing '1 
' Lauder Boad Grange Edinburgh 5th Decr/64.' 

' Ma is very well all fat and blooming, She has gained three 
' pounds of flesh since she came, We cant keep her any longer for 
' ahe eats to much 

' IdLa has been v^ery gay ; ahe has been out twice, once at dinner at 
' Mr. Bain's and once out to Tea.' 



No. 3d 

(9) From letter, Mrs Pritchaid to Dr Prittfhard, commencing ' 1 
'Lauder Boad My Dearest Ted,' and ending 'yours Minnie.' 

'This is your natal day. Many Manv years may you be 
' spared in health. May the years oe brignter as they increase. 

' Qrand ma and I were calling on 

' Miss Paton on Saturday, We had an early cup of tea with her 
' and rested ourselyes and then came home. Last HmnsdAy Miss 
' Bain requested Grand ma and me to dine with them, so we had 
' a quiet dinner. The two Miss Bains and their brother, the old 
' Lady came in to Tea. Grand ma would not let me walk home 
' so we had a cab. These are the only times I ha^e been out 
' calling except to Miss Boyds one afternoon.' 



No. 24 

(10) From letter. Mis Pritohard to Dr Pritohard, commencing 
' 1 Lauder Boad Sunday, ' and ending * Ever your affectionate 
' Minnie.' 

* I am much better except to day I have a desperate headache 

' I baye not been able to fso out 

* be sure you have the title deeds all right before you give the 
' money to Alexander I hope soon we will start a little clearer.' 



No. 36 

(11) From letter, Mrs Pritohard to Dr Pritohard, commencing 
'Monday afternoon My Dearest Ted.' (Found in an enyelope 
bearing the Edinburgh and Glasgow post-marks of 19th December 
1864.) 

' I was quite ready with my bonnet on Gab ordered Ac to leave 
' this afternoon when Fanny came home from School and said that 
' she would be able to leave on Tlinnaday at 2 o'C and begged of 
' me to wait for her and Grand ma especially as the latter would 
' not promise to go to Glasgow as she is still a Prisoner so I 

(B) Lttter proTen iti own date. 

C») Date, 6th D«»mber. See entry in Lette*! Diaiy ander that date. 

00) SnfeiT in Letti*! Diaiy 'or 1864, nnder date Itth December, Monday, bears the 
payment ox Mr. Alexander't aocoont on that day. See the laet paragmph. 

(11) Date shown by poet-mark of enrelope, and from entry in Letted Dianr for 1864, 
nnder date 2Snd Deoember, Thundait-'"rtk E&, Mamma, and Grandma, AU All and 
Kenny oame home." 



Dr. PritcharcL 

'thoaght the beat w«y to make sore of her was to staj tiB 
' Thunaday at 2 o*C bo meet as at the etataoa .... 

Yoa will grumble at my long abeanoe 

' but dear mamma is not strong and requires oare We may not 
' have her very long to look after or we may be the first to go 

' Grand ma says you most not 

' be rery orosB when she oomes.' 



No. 38 

(12) From letter, Birs Taylor to Miss Pritdiard, oommendng 
' Friday,' and ending * B^er your very affectionate Grand ma Jane 
' Taylor.' 

' I have not written you so often as I said I would beoaose vosr 
' Dear Mama has remained in almost the same state for some daja. 
' but now that she is a little better I will do so 1 am happy to 
' say that the sicknesa has not troubled her for the last di^y and 
' nieht and those areadf ul cramps have left her and I trust they 
' wiu not return. She is very delicate but if the sickness dost 
' not return she will soon gain strength. 

'The boys are all well They haye had Talentines and poor 
' Liasie has had one. Yesterday was Charlies birth day. but it 
' psssed off quiet{y. 

' I left mv two rings and the watoh in a small box in one of the 
' trajrs of the wardrcHiie. Will you take them out and lock them 
' up in your dressing case or any other secure place. The small 

* hand is with the watch do not lose it and do not wear the ring 

* but put them all away safely. My brooch the cameo one is also 
' on the table take care of it. Tell your Grand papa that Mamma 

' is a little better 

' Tell the Dr your Mamma is a little improred.' 



No. 21 
(13) From letter, Mr Michael Tsjlor to his wife, the late Mn 




' she is better-— as vou said she had taken something to eat whidi 
^ did not come back. Please do write me to-morrow in time so 
' that I get the letter either at 3 or 8 o'C. If I do not cannot 
' hear till Monday ........ 

' Tou do not say what is the matter if ferer or what.' 



No. 41 

(14) From letter, Mrs Taylor to Miss Pritchard, commencing 
' Friday eyening,' and ending * yours ever J. Tayk>r.' 

(12) Date not thown, bnt verr Ukely Mfn Prlftchard will be aUe to fdre date of kw 
brother Gharlei' bbthdAy, by wUeh the date of letter wiU be fixed. See lest paia- 
fpsph. Yery likely written on Friday, the 17th Febmaiy. 

(14) Tbie ie one of the letten written by Mia. Taylor on the night befora her deelk 
Suei Kennedy has bean seen, and ihe nerer received the letter lefe w ed to in the int 
INungmph hereof . 
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' I haye written to Miss Kennedy by this post saying that ^n 
' will be with her on Monday morning and will remain with ner 

* till my return home ....... 

' You are to go on Monday and remain there nntil I retnrn Yon 
' are not to go home on Saturday but be with her altogether which 
' will be better for you and more satisfactory to me I am sorry 

* your dear Mamma's continued illness renders this necessary but 

* I hope it will not be long She is still very ill and I am far from 
' well therefore you must do all ^ou can to soothe by your good 
' oonduct and attention our suffenngs.' 



No. 48 

(16) From letter, Dr Pritohard to Mr Michael Tavlor, dated 
' Glasgow Monday/ and signed * affectionately yours Edward.' 

' Mary Jane has been better this afternoon. Manv friends are 
'calling since appearance in Herald. They were snort of room 
' and curtailed others besides. P.S. Be sure and get the 
* servant Margaret a full suit of Mourning (Everything) 

E.W.P.' 



No. 44 

(16) From letter Dr Pritchard to Mr Michael Taylor, dated 
' Glasgow 3. 3. 65/ and signed ' Edward.' 

' I am glad to say the boys and self got over all right — nothing 
* to pay for them. We found dear Marv Jane had been verv sick 
' between 2 and 3 o clock. Mrs Griffin sat with her and paid 
' great attention. My friend Profr. Dr Paterson had prescribed 
' Tot her end considers ner still in a precarious condition— requiring 
' the verv greatest skill and best of nursing. 

' No sleep came to her loneing wish last night— and oft she 
' woke me — to know why no slumber came. 

' This is very trying to her and more heart rending to me.* 



No. 45 

(17) From letter Dr Pritchard to Mr Michael Taylor, dated 
*' Glasgow 6 March 1865/ and signed ' Edward.' 

' Mary Jane has had no sleep — still I am in great hopes she is 
'somewhat better otherwise not being so sick and feeling more 

* strength. 

* I &ve her on the sofa in the Drawing Room. The Miss 
'Lairds went to Liverpool on Saturday morning. Many kind 

' friends are calling and making inquiries 

' We miss dear grandma and can scarcely believe she is no more— 

* KjsB dear Fa. Fa. take care of Kenny and remember me to 
' " Mary." I dont know why she received me so coldly when 
' over for I had a high sense of her as a sister-in-law. alas how 
'things change— nevertheless give her and Michael my best love.' 



(U) Thla my VOuHy writlmi on Monday, 27th February 
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(18) From letter Dr PritdMtrd to Mr. M. Taylor, headed 
' Gkagow,' and ending ' Edward 8tli lAarch 1865.' 

'Dear Marv Jane progreasea elowly towarda oonT»leaoenoe— 
' still very fickle in ber appetite— requeating aometiiing and when 
* it is brought unable to take it.' 



No. 47 

(19) Prom letter Dr Pritchard to Mr Michael Taylor, dated 

* QkuM^ow 9th-S-65,' and signed ' your affectionate Son-in-law in 
' much grief Edward.' 

'I am very much fatigued with being up at night with dear 
' ** Mary Jane." who was very much woree yesterday and paaaed a 

* wretched ni^nt. Wedneeday has been a periodic day with her 
' during this illness and she always dreads it— Her prostration is 
' extreme and appetite quite failed— Dr Paterson has reoommend 
' Dublin Stout, and some very simple medicine. 

' I am glad she seems to like it and tho' very depressed bears up 
' with a good heart.'— 



No. 49 

(20) Prom letter Dr Pritchard to Mr Michael Taylor, dated 
' Glasgow 13th.3.65,' and signed ' Tour affectionate Son-in-law 
' Edward.' 

* Dear " Mary Jane " has had two very bad nights — oomplains 

* greatly — and seems to lose spirits— Yesterday was a long dull day. 

* I got her into the Drawing Room and the moving her seems to 
' make her worse. Perfect repose and no noise is what agrees 

* with her best. 

' It will be quite impossible to convey her to Penrith for some 
' time. 

' Mary must make arrangements without regard to aooompany- 
ins her. 

'^As soon as we are able I will take her myself to Michael's— 
' only too happy to accomplish it.' 



No. 39 

(21) From letter Dr Pritchard to Miss Pritchard, dated ' Glasgow 
• 18.8.66,' and signed ' E. W. P.' 

' I am so sorry to tell you dearest mamma is too weak to write 
' to-dav and did not like you should have no letter. 

' I thereforo drop a few lines in a groat hurry— Misses Kennedy 
' seemed to me very kind and nice homely sort of creatures — They 
' will do all they can to make you hai)py and I will take oaro to 
' mention their names amongst my patients and get them pupils. 

(21) The whole letter is here quoted, and It will be obeerved that the only refere a ce 
to Mrs. Pritchard is in the opening poraicraph. 



Appendix V. 

* I hope to be o>rer Again soon wthen we will pop in and eee you. 
* I likea all your oompaniona on a ainsle glance. 

' One liad yenr bonny eyes and looked as if she would like to 
' dip off my Uttfe beard just for the mischief in doing it. 

' Learn ail you can darling and remember poor dear departed 
' Grandma is watching over you. Write soon and be sure say to 
' Mifls Kennedy I will not forget them. Your Affectionate Parents 
' Edward & Idary. P.S. Write to the Dr as often as you can. 
' He has been Terv kind to me. I love him greatly. We dined 
' together on Frioay. Your welfare is next his heart. All your 
' brothers unite in loye. Aili Aili is well £. W. P.' 



No. 63 



(22) From letter Dr Pritohard to Dr Michael W. Taylor, dated 
' Glasgow 14th.3.66/ and signed < Edward W. Pritchard.' 

'I am vexed and grieved deeply that dear Mary Jane seems 
' making little progress. The onfy thing in the shape of nourish- 
' ment which suits her is pure ice and cbamx>agne Any other 
' niore natuml foc3 is not retained on the stomach. The last three 
' nights haye been restless and accompanied with heat and chill — 
' wit^ constant nausea and slight headache thirst and cold feet. 

* Dr Paterson Professor of Mid Wiferv recommends effert. Grand. 
* citrate of Magnesia to be given with nyd cum creta. This acted 
'too much on the excretions, and she is afraid of purging. Do 
'you know anything of the new preparation of Beefr not the 
'essence but another form which is said to yery good. We have 
' made enquiries here but it does not appear obtainable. 
' . if you can think or offer any course to 

'adopt in Minnies treatment pray write as soon ^6 conyenient.' 



No. 60 



(28) From Dr Pritchard to Mr Michael Taylor, dated ' Glasgow 
' 16.3.66,' and signed ' your affectionate son-in-law Edward.' 

' We are all in grief at Minnies wretched nights— no sleep and 
' the sioknesB has been worse yesterday and to£y. 

' If you haye any Champagne or Port Wine bring oyer a little— 
' she fancys it— it is the only thing that supports her . 

'I wrote "Micliaer' yesterday about '' Mar^ Jan«" state.' 
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TiuwRAPHic Mubaoh RII.ATING TO THs Dbath ov Mbs. Tatuib. 

No. 76 
Beoeived 1.5 



|^^/iAM}D^26W186 



RichBTd King 181 Saochieball Street to Br Oow»n, North^ii Ohib, 
George Street, or 36 George Street, Eidlnbargh. 

Mra Taylor dangeroosly ill — come o^er directly. 

(signed) Richabd Knra. 



No. 77 

F^S Im ^} ^^ *^^^y ^'^^ 

Richftid King. 131 Sandiielutll Street, to Mr lkyk>r, 1 Luder 
Road Grange, Edinburgji 

Mrs. Taylor dangeroosly ill. Mr Tajrlor reqaired immediBtely. 

(signed) Richard Knm. 



No. 78 
Received 1.40 \ jx . oriqi iqa 
Finished 1.61 ) I>»te 26/21/86 

Dr Pritohard, 131 Sauchiehall Street^ Glasgow, to Dr 
George Street, Edmbnr. 



Ccmmn, 36 



Died here Mra Taylor— 26 Feby 

(siloed) £. W. Pritghabd, MD. 



No. 79 

SSlS^^}^^^ 26/2/1865 . 

Dr Pritchard, 131 Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow, to Mr Ikylor, 1 
Lander Road, Grange, Edinbro'. 

Died here Mra TaykM-— 26 Feby 

(signed) E. W. Pbitohakd, MD. 



No. 148 

Dr. James Moflat Cowan, Northern Clnb, Edinburgh, to Dr. 
Pritchard, 131 Sanchiehall Street, Glasgow 

No will; Search body A clothes Plain Hearse A one ooaoh 
at Station here. Telegraph the hoar immediatehr. Fnnaral 
Thursday. (Signed) Jab M. Oowah. 
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Appendix VIII. 

APPENDIX VIII. 
THE CONFESSIONS OF DR. PRITCHARD. 



DiTBiNO the period which elapsed between hie oonyiction and 
execution the prisoner wrote out no lees than three separate cMi- 
fessionB of his guilt, of which only the two last were oommnnioated 
by the authorities to the press for publication. In the first con- 
fession, which he made verbally to Rev. R. S. Oldham, incumbent 
of St. Mary's Episcopal Church, Renfield Street, Glasgow — of 
which Dr. Pritchard hiad been a member— «nd subsequently com- 
mitted to writing, he admitted that he had murdered his wife 
bv means of an overdose of chloroform; but added that Manr 
M'Leod was present at the time, and was aware of the fact. He 
also stated tnat she was aware (1) that her mistress was being 
poisoned; and (2) that the food which she was carrying to her 
chamber contained poison. It was, however, believed by those 
who had access to the prisoner that this confession, so far as his 
unfortunate victim, Mary M'Leod, was concerned, was utterly 
false; and it was therefore deemed prudent to withhold it from 
the public, in the expectation that ne would either withdraw or 
amend it. In this, fortunately, they were not mistaken; and 
the two following confessions, while in man^ other respects un- 
satisfactory, at least clear the wretched girl of that infamous 
imputation. 

II. 

I, Edward William Pritchard, M.D., M.R.C.S.E., and L.A.S., 
Sko., hereby make in writing, in the presence of the Rev. R. S. 
Oldham, M.A., the following confession, for transmission by him 
to the proper authorities:— 

It was when my wife was at Ardentinny*, in the summer of 
1863, that I first became intimate with the girl Mary M'Leod, 
sleeping with her in my house, 22 Royal Crescent. This con- 
tinued at intervals up to the time of our removal to 131 Sauchie- 
hall Street. She bciaame pregnant in May last [year,] and with 
her own consent I produced a miscarriage. I have reason to 
believe that Mrs. Pritchard was quite aware of this, and rather 
sought to cover mv wickedness and folly. My mother-in-law, 
Mrs. Taylor, came last February to our house, and caught Mary 
M'Leod ana mjself in the consulting-room; and the day before 
her death, having apparently watched us, she said to me in the 
same room — ** Tou have locked her into a cupboard," which was 
true, but nothing more passed. I declare Mrs. Taylor to have 
died in the manner I have before stated, and I now believe her 
death to have been caused by an overdose of Battley's Solution 
of Opium. The aconite found in that bottle was put in by me 
after her deathy and designedly left there, in order to prove death 
by misadventure in case any inauiry should take place. Mrs. 
Pritchard was much better immediately after her mother's death, 



* Br a Bupplementary writing, the conrict afterwar<l8 desired this nnme to Ve altered 

to ITflmnn. 
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but enbsequently became exhaiwted fn>m want of ateep. I 
aoooanted tor thia by the ahock produced by her mother'a death; 
and, hardly knowing how to act, at her own earnert reqnert I 
gave her chk>roform. It waa aboat midnight, Mary M'Leod wm 
m the room, and in an evil moment (beaidea being aomevhal 
excited by whiaky) I yielded to the temptation to give her anffideat 
to cause death, which I did. , - v 

I therefore declare, before God, aa a dying man. and in the 
presence of my spiritual adviaer, that I am innocent of the crime of 
murder eo far aa lira. Taylor ia concerned, but aeknowMs^ 
myself guilty of the adultery with Bfary M'Leod and the murder 
of my wife. ,. . . . * 

I feel now as though I had been liTing m a Meciea of m 
aince my connection with Mary M'Leod, and I declare my i 
repentance of my crime, eamestlv praying that I may obtaia 
Diyine forgiyeness before I auffer the penalty of the law. 

Edward Wnxiaii Pancmav. 

John Stirling, Gr., witnesa. 

R. S. Oldham, witnesa. 

John Mutrie, witnesa. 

North Prison, Glasgow, 
July 11, 1866. 

III. 

CoirFBflsiON BT Edward Wiluam Pruchabd, M.D., made in tlie 
presence of an all-seeing God, and of tlie Rer. J. WatEoa 
Reid, mv present spiritual adriser, on thia the 19th day of 
July, 1^65. at Glaagow Prison, for oommnnication to the 
proper autnoritiea :— 

I, Edward William Pritchard, in the full poaaession of ail mj 
seneea, and understanding the awful position in which I am placed, 
do make a free and full confeasion that the aentenoe pionounced 
upon me ia juat ; that I am guilty of the death of my mother-in- 
law, Mrs. Taylor, and of my wife, tfary Jane Pritchard; and 
that I can assign no motive for the conduct whidi actuated me, 
beyond a species of ''terrible madness" and the uae of "ardent 
spirita." 1 hereby freely and fully state that the confession made 
to the Rev. R. 8. Oldham, on the 11th of thia month, waa not 
true; and I hereby confess that I alone^ not Mary M'Leod, 
pofieoned my wife in the way brought out in the evidence at my 
trial. Mrs. Taylor's death was caueed according to the wording 
of the indictment. I further atate to be true the main facts 
broueht out at my trial. I herebv fully acknowledge, and now 
plead, wholly and solely, *' Guilty ** thereto— and may God have 
mercy on my aoul. I pray earnestly for ** repentance, not to be 
repented of , / and for forgiveness from Almighty God, throo^ 
the intercession of our blessed Redeemer, Mediator, and Advocate, 
Jesus Christ, our Lord and Saviour. Fellow-creaturea — Pray for 
me; and let me add, ''I am in charitv with all men." I have 
now to record my humble thanks to all who have taken part, in 
any way, for my interest — first, to their lordshins, the indgea, for 
their great natienoe, forbearance, and careful consideration of 
my case, and the gentlemen of the jury, and to all the officiaU. 
I cannot help mentioning the clerk of the ffigh Court of 
Justiciary; the Governor (Mr. Smith) of Edinburgh Jail; the 
chaplain. Rev. Mr. Ruasell; the head warder, Neilaon; the 
watders, John Livingstone and Mackintosh; the Governor of 
3» 
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GlaAffow Prison, Mr. Stirling; Mr. Armour (head warder); the 
chapuEiin, Mr. Doran; his assistants, Messrs. Hogs and Troup: 
the warders, Mutrie, Thompson, Ac. i to Drs. Leishman ana 
Dewar, surgeons to the Glasgow Prison; and Dr. Simpson^ of 
Edinburgh Jail. To unofficials, my heartfelt thanks are specially 
due to Rey. Dr. Millar, of Free St. Matthew's, Glasgow, and 
other ministers who have written me, not adding their names; 
to Dr. Macleod (may God bless him) ; and to my own immediate 
faith-professors, the Rev. R. S. Oldham and the Rev. J. Watson 
Beid; to the police authorities. Captain M'Call, and the police 
at the Central Office, Glasgow ; to Sergeant Stewart, of the £2din- 
burgh police force: and the sheriff-officers Wilson, of Glasgow, 
and Ferguson, of E^dinburgh ; and to many others whose courtesy 
and kindness I cannot forget. Above all, to Sir Archibald Alison, 
Bart., Sheriff^ &c., for his humane and his gentle treatment while 
undergoing his legal duties. May each and all accept the thanks 
of a deeply penitent sinner, and may Heaven be their reward, 
is the last prayer of 

Edward William Pritchabd. 

John Stirling, Governor, witness. 
Edward Geary, warder, witness. 
John Mntrie, warder, witness. 
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Dr. Pritchard's Qualifications, Appointicsnts, and Publishkd 

Works. 

(From thb ** Mxdical Dirbotort, 1865.") 

M.D. Erlang. 1857; M.R.C.S. Eng. 1846; L.S.A. 1858; (King's 
Coll. Lond., and Paris); Corr. Mem. King's Coll. Med. Soc. ; 
Fell. Obst. Soc. ; Hon. Loc. Sec. Med. Benev. Coll. ; Mem. Svd. 
Soo. Philos. Soc., Glasg. Ge6log. Soc., Archseol. Soc., Social Bci. 
Soc., and Brit. Med. Assoc. ; Hon. Pres. Clifton Soc. Glasg. ; Med. 
Exam, in Physiol. Soc. of Arts, Glasg. Athenaeum; Med. Ref. 
Brit. Equit., Lond. and Yorksh., World, Glasg., and Accidental 
Death Assur. Cos. ; late Asst.-Surg. R.N. 

Author of "Longevitv," ** Normal Sleep," and "Chorea" 
(papers read before King's Coll. Med. Soc. 1844-46); ** Visit to 
Pitoairn Island," ** Observations on Filey as a Watering-place," 
1853 ; *' The Guide to Filey '' 1856 ; *' Antiquities of Filey," ^' Coast 
Lodgings for the Poor of Cities." 

Contrib. *' On the Guaoo Plant'' Med, Times Oaz., 1852; 
** Piper Methysticum, a Remedy in Gout," ihid. 1855; "Tobacco, 
its Use and Abuse," ibid, I860: "Cure of Cancer," ibid. 1850; 
"Lecture on Egypt and its (5limate," Zancef, I860: "Cham- 
pagne in Diphtheria," ihid, 1861; "Tincture of Guaco m Gout," 
JPharmneeut. Journ^ 1861, and Lancet, 1862; "Tonic Properties of 
Guaco," ibid. ; " Sea-tangle Tents, or * Laminaria digitala,' to 
procure Abortion in Deformed Women," Trans. Ohst. Soc,, 1863; 
and other papers. 
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Notes on thb Phrknolooical Dxyblopment ov Db. PBrrcHitt, 
BT J. W. Jackbon, F.A.S.L., and Mjsiibxb or ths Phusio- 
logical Socibtt of Edinburgh. 

Having been kindly favoured by Mr. Stewart, curator ol the 
Phrenological Mufieum at Edinburgh, with an inspection of tbe 
oast of Dr. Pritchard, which he has just taken, and ^viously with 
his usual care and accuracy, we may give the following as tbe 
conclusions arrived at from this our comparatively cursory surrey: 
—The cranium is of only average volume, as will be at once seen 
from the following measurement : — Circumference over the super- 
ciliary ridge. 22\ inches; from the occipital process to iin^ 
viduality, 14| inches ; from ear to ear, 14| inches. But it should 
be remembered that the temperament was eminently nenrow^ 
and the entire structure unmistakably indicative of delicacy and 
refinement. As an accompaniment of this, the tables are thin 
and the brain of a very superior quality, and consequently capable 
of manifesting considerable force when fully aroused. Stilltbe 
general impression conveyed to a practised phrenological manipo- 
lation is the absence of extraordinary power. The general tTpe 
is feminine — obviously an organisation pre-eminently susceptible 
to the influence of circumstances. The basilar region is of only 
average development. Its strength lies in amativene^ and 
secret ivenees, wnich dominate combativeneas and destructivenen, 
although the latter is full. It is in the sphere of the affectioDi 
that the speciality of the character is most strikingly manifested. 
Adhesiveness is very powerful, and by those who regard 20 as 
their maximum would be put down at 19, while the love of 
approbation is enormous. The desire to please must have been 
the ruling passion. Vanity in such a case would be ostentations 
and ridiculous. Now, when it is considered that the foregmng 
qualities were united to verjr moderate oonacientiou8ne» aoo 
rather powerful benevolence, it becomes obvious that we have 
the elements of a rather peculiar character. Such a man, learad 
as a gentleman, would infallibly be distinguished by the VuaWfer 
in modo. He would be kindness personified in his manner. To 
a keen observer, he might occasionallv over-act his part. Among 
a grave and reticent people he would be regarded as garrulous, 
and even trifling. He would not be distinguished by strict 
veracity— his great object being to make an impreBsion. Nerer- 
theless, in the bosom of his family he would be kind and amiable, 
and would manifest this genial tendency, not only in words and 
actions, but also in looks and tones. Under favourable circnm- 
Htances he would make an indulgent father and a good husband, 
but he could not be depended on in the latter capacity. Hii 
adhesiveness, combined with his amativeness and ideality, and 
being reinforced by his constitutional susceptibility, would render 
him too liable to new impressions. Eminently qualified by 
l>eautv of person, and by a certain ease and grace of manner, 
withal by a perennially youthful dash and bravado, to act on the 
tender susceptibilities of the gentler sex, he was almost equally 
fitted to be acted upon by them. He could not settle down. 
What at first appears surprising, he had considerable caution. 
Rut when this is united to a low conscientiousness, and when 
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consequently it is so much nearer to Gecretivenees^ it often par- 
takes of the character of the latter, and so eventuates in low 
cunning rather than judicious forethought. Self-esteem is well 
developed, but is, nevertheless, so dominated by approbativeness, 
that, except on rare occasions, it could not conduce to a true 
sense of dignity. Nevertheless this, together with considerable 
firmness, bore him up through the trying ordeal of his incar- 
ceration, trial, and execution. During those terrible scenes he, 
of course, felt that he was under the public eye, and hence bore 
himself as bravely and as calmly as he could. In other words, 
speaking phrenolo^ically, his love of approbation co-operated with 
and reinforced his firmness and self-esteem, and produced a 
manifestation of almost heroic endurance that astonished none 
more than those who knew his habitual vanity and flippancy in 
ordinary life. His benevolence was the strongest of all his moral 
sentiments. In a sense he could be generous before he was 
just. He could be kind in manner even when undutiful in act. 
Remember that he was pitiably wanting in that fundamental 
element of rectitude — a sense of truth and justice. To a being 
BO constituted no amount of benevolence is an ade<]uate safe- 
guard in the hour of temptation. The phrenologist scarcely 
needs to be reminded that benevolence is not a gaceniing principle. 
His veneration, though not eq^ual to his benevolence, was effectually 
developed, especially in its anterior portion, abutting on 
benevolence, and at the farthest remove n*om conscientiousness. 
If we may be allowed without irreverence to speculate on the 
inner consciousness of this unhappy criminal, we would say that 
in his apprehension of the divine attributes, he habitually dwelt 
on that of mercy, at times almost to the exclusion of justice, 
having ever, to more severely and nobly constituted minds, a 
rather feeble conception of the terrible extent to which he nad 
offended the latter. 

The anterior lobe, the seat of the intellectual faculties, must, 
judging by the cast, have undergone considerable diminution 
during his incarceration. The forehead is neither so loft^ nor 
so expanded as it appeared during life— we mean his public life 
as a lecturer. Here, indeed, is a source of error to which we 
are always exposed in the case of post-mortem casts after long 
indisposition or prolonged incarceration, and for which phreno- 
logists themselves have not yet made sufficient allowance. The 
perceptive faculties are very firmly developed, and are in perfect 
combination with the features, more especially as they appeared 
in happier days. He must have had an artist's eye for the 
beautiful. Travelling, doubtless, afforded him intense delight. 
It is a pity that he did not continue to travel by sea or by land— - 
it might have kept him out of dire mischief. He was sadly 
deficient in the superior region of the reflective faculties. He 
might have been an artist, or perhaps even a poet ; but he never 
could have been a man of science. Let it be distinctly under- 
stood, however, that the radical defect of hie nature was not in 
the faculties but in the principles. The deficiency in the latter, 
reacted on by unbridled passions, ultimately carried chaos into 
the former. He began by not observing very distinctly the 
difference between right and wrong, and he ended by palpable 
inability to trace operating causes out into their inevitaole enects. 
This is that " judicial blindness " which has been so often noticed 
towards the termination of a criminal career. 
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APPENDIX XI. 

Allbobd Autobiographical Skktch of I>b. Pritchako. 
(From the " North British Daily MaU.") 

The following sketch of the most erentfol portion of Dr. 
Pritchard 'ft career was dictated hy him dnrinfi: his sojoam in 
prison, previous to taking his trial. It will be observed that 
the grammatical constmction of many of the sentences is de- 
fective, and the sense confused ; but it mnst be remembered thst 
the statement was not intended for publicati<H], and that the 
words of the prisoner were noted down exactly as they fell from 
his lips:— 

When attached to Her Majesty's ship "Victoiy," lying it 
Portsmouth Harbour, beingthen a medical officer in Her IJajestr's 
navy, I met the late Dr. D. Cowan, surgeon in ordinary to His 
late Majesty King William IV., and for many years surgeon in 
the Royal Na^, and retired superintendent-surgeon of Ports- 
month dockyard, to whom I was known for a fsiood many years. 
I frequently visited him. It was in his house I met Mary Jane 
Taylor, his niece, who afterwards became Mrs. Pritchard. We 
were married on 19th September, 1850. She was then acting is 
his housekeeper, which was at No. 10 South Sea, he being s 
widower. it was during that summer a short time before I 
was married, that I met Mrs. Taylor, alth<High Miss Taylor had 
been casually known to me from boyhood. Throneh the inilueoce 
of her uncle, Mr. David Cowan, and Admiral Milne, one <rf the 
Lords of Admiralty, I had my appointment cancelled^ which was 
to have gone out and joined Her Majesty's ship *' Asia," flagship 
of Admiral Hornby, Pacific station, as a supernumerary medical 
officer, and was apnointed to the home station, and shortly after- 
wards joined Her Majesty's steamer *' Hecate," when this vessel 
was in the lyne. My wife's father, M. Taylor Esq., visited me, 
and pointed out an eligible practice near Scarix>rough, in York- 
shire, which had been recommended to him bv Dr. Dunsmure, in 
Edinourgh. I obtained leave, and shortly afterwards purchased 
the said oractioe, which was situated at Hunmanby, half-wsy 
between Scarborough and Bridlington, and within three miles 
of Filey, all watering-places. During this Mrs. Pritchard re- 
mained with her uncle, and about the spring of 1851 1 took her 
down to Hunmanby, and succeeded to a Mr. Hazard's practice 
there, who was medical officer to the poor law district of the Union 
of Bridlington, and several other appointments, all of which T 
succeeded to. About three years afterwards I opened a branch 
establishment at Filey, which was a rising watering-place. Dunn;; 
this time I published a ** Guide to Filey," and eventually took 
a house and resided there during the summer season. Owing 
to the laree nractice I had I was obliged to keep an assistant. 
Mrs. Pritchard's health was not so good from an oU3 complaint of 
her eyes, and some time after the oirth of our eldest daughter, 
I sent Mrs. Pritchard to Edinburgh for change of air, where ^e 
remained for three months, and got much better. During these 
years Mrs. Taylor visited us at Filey, and Mrs. Pritchard visited 
the Taylor family frequently. During the last two or three yesis' 
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reaidenoe at Filey Mrs. Pritchard's health was not good. She 
occasionaily rode on horseback and accompanied me along the 
sands; but the want of society and "a general desire to be near 
her mother, and with the design to give our children the benefit 
of a town education, I agreedto her solicitations to remove to 
Glasgow. Before leaving, however, I sold my practice to a 
medical gentleman, at the rate of one year's purchase, which would 
be about from £600 to £800; but I only got £400, there being a 
difference between the gentleman that purchased it and I. I gave 
the gentleman who purchased my practice a twelvemonths' intro- 
duction. In the autumn of 185d I was very ill, and came down 
to Edinburgh, and lived in the house of my mother-in-law, Mrs. 
Taylor, and^ owing to her kind treatment, I soon got better, and 
with her advice, and with the advice of my wife and my friend, 
Dr. Cowan, of Edinburgh I accompanied an invalid gentleman to 
Egypt, a patient of Sir J. Y. Simpson, of Edinburgh. I would 
be away about eight months. It was in the month of June, 1860, 
that I arrived home, and found Mrs. Pritchard with her mother in 
Edinburgh, and sno was shortly afterwards ooi.fined of our 
youngest daughter; and soon afterwards I came to Glasgow, and. 
by the advice of Mr. Taylor, my father-in-law, I took a house in 
Berkeley Terrace, and commenced to practise. Mrs. Pritchard's 
health was very good for some time after she came to Glasgow, 
and she thought Glasgow would agree with her well. I remained 
in the house at Berkeley Terrace till May, 1863, and was making 
a fair, steady progress in my nrofession. Mrs. Pritchard was 
complaining in the spring of 1862, owing to her having had a 
miscarriage, and was for some time very weak and powerless after 
it. 1 recommended her to go to the Bridge of Allan with her 
mother for chanee of air. and she returned aner an absence, much 
improved in health. We removed in the same spring of 1863, in 
conseouence of the fire, to 22 Royal Crescent, which I only 
intended as a temporary residence ^nd my practice still continued 
to steadily increase. On or about February, 1864, I negotiated for 
my house in Sauohiehall Street, which I purchased at £2000 from 
Dr. Corbett, who emigrated to New Zealand, independent of my 
practice whatever. My practice increased greatly after I removed 
to that house in Sauchiehall Street. Shortly before going there, 
Mre. Pritchard complained of illness, feeling weary, and a great 
disinclination to outdoor exercise, visiting, &c. I insisted on her 
going to the Bridge of Allan, but had considerable di£Bcnlty in 
overcoming her opposition to my wishes. She eventually went, 
and remained some time with her mother and mv eldest daughter, 
who met her there. She continued in very indifferent health at 
Bridge of Allan, where she would be for about six weeks, and after 
she returned to Glasgow she rather got a little better. She often 
complained of headache and weariness, and towards the antnmn 
(October) the glands in her neck became enlarged, and she again 
suffered another misoarriag;e, but did not seem to suffer the usual 
weakness accompanying this. She became alarmed, by flushes of 
heat and redness or her face and eyes, that abscesses might form 
on her neck. This was about the autumn sacrament. I remember 
that on or about the sacramental fast-day she had a great desire 
to be present at the sacrament in Park Church ; but she was so 
much worse that she could not carry out her intention. About 
the beginning of November I took a Mr. King as a boarder and 
pupil. I wanted her to go to her mother's in Edinburgh for 
change of air : but she did not go then, as it would be inconvenient, 
as Mr. King liad just oome. At this time I recommended her to 
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me some antimonial unction to lier neck, with a Tiew to olieek 
inflammation of the glands in the neck, which she oomptained of 
as being vex^ painful. She also took some simple aperient, wkick 
was supglied by Mr. Shirran 160 Sauchieball Street, after whidi 
she got much better. In a lew days after, she toc^ a loathing to 
animal food, and was obliged on eeyeial occasions to leave her 
food, taking very little nourishment. I then persuaded her to go 
to Edinburgh, where she remained till Chnstmas. While sEe 
was away I was frequently disordered in my own health, saffenng 
from occasional severe vomiting and purging and a great feeling 
of exhaustion. I attributed this to want of support, and fre- 

anently in my own professional rounds I took luncneon. About 
ie same time, or soon after, Mr. Thomas Connell, an artickd 
pupil of mine, complained of similar symptoms, and in oonse^uenee 
of which I sent him home to Helensburgh, after treating him for 
some time. During Mi-s. Pritchard's absence in Edinburgh it 
this time, I detected Catherine Lattimer giving away to a womsa 
of the name of Smith, who she frequently had to tea with her 
(which Mrs. Pritchard did not allow), who lived in No. 7 Soatli 
Frederick Street Lane, articles of food, and in consequence I gsre 
her warning to leave. This was on the 20th of December, and 
she cot three months' warnine. I wrote to Mrs. Pritchard and 
told oer what I had done, and she quite approved of it. After 
a juvenile party which we gave the last week of December- 
Mrs. Taylor being ix-ith us at that time— Mrs. Pritchard oom- 
f Gained very much of faintness and sickness, to which I attributed 
atigue caused through the party. On or about the second week 
of January Mrs. Taylor and Fanny went back to Eldinburgh, so 
that Fanny might get b^ck to school, which was in Edinburgh. 
Mrs. Taylor always took charge of Fanny's education, and in whose 
charge she had been since an infant. Mrs. Pritchard did not 
improve in her health at this time, and she suggested quinine, 
which was got from Murdoch Brothers, which she took to give 
her an appetite and restore the tone of her stomach ; and although 
not confined to bed, she continued some days better and some 
days worse till about the beginnins of February, when she got 
much worse. I called in Dr. Gairdner. He saw her, and said 
there was a considerable amount of gastric irritation, and recom- 
mended spare diet, consisting of an egg and rice biscuits, which 
she had. She was much relieved next day from sicknees, but 
complained of the insufficient supply of nourishment. Dr. 
Gairdner saw her several times, and although free from sickness, 
she still felt losing strength, and he omitting to see her when 
he went to Dundee, she had an idea that he was too long away. 
I wrote to Dr. Cowan, who suggested the use of champagne and 
ice— as she had been formerly getting— which improved her a 
good deal. Her mother arrived about this time, which I thought 
conduced still more to revive and restore her. The propriety 
of her removal to Edinburgh, or her brother's at Penrith, was 
talked of between us, when she said she was too weak to be 
removed at present. Mrs. Taylor at this time looked as if she 
enjoyed perfect health. Our first conversation was as to the 
desirability of having a nurse for Mrs. Pritchard; but Mrs. 
Taylor said she would nurse her, and continued to do so. A 
week after this Mrs. Taylor complained to Mrs. Pritchard of a 
bowel complaint. I then urged upon my wife the neoeasity of 
getting a nurse. It was not an uncommon thing for Mrs. Tkylor 
to complain of her bowels, as an operation had been suocesfully 
performed upon her for haemorrhoids by Professor Syme, of 
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Edinburgh; therefore no notice was taken of it at that time. 
I believe it was on this occasion that Mrs. Taylor, Mrs. Pritchard, 
and mvself had some oonyei-sation about Catnerine leaving, when 
Mrs. Taylor suggested that old people were sometimes verv spite- 
fnl^^id I think any unfair means would be used? I repelled the 
idea at once; but Mrs. Pritchard alluded to my own frequent 
indisposition, particularly mentioning a severe diarrhoea and 
sickness, which I, indeed, was more or less suffering from at this 
time, and on more than one occasion had been obliged, when 
visiting m^r patients, to ask for wine, which I was not in the 
habit of doing. Mrs. Taylor changed evervthing on this occasion, 
going out and purchasing spirits, ales, and other articles of food, 
such as fowls, chickens, Ac, and cooking them upstairs in the 
bedroom. She was carrying on this plan when she died. 

Dr. Taylor, on the occasion of his mother's death, visited us and 
saw his sister, who received a great shock when her mother died, 
and expressed the greatest fears that she would never survive it ; 
indeed, she took leave of my eldest bay, Charles, telling him to be 
good to his brothers and sisters. I urged upon her still more 
the necessity of getting a nurse, but a strong anflpathy to the 
subject overthrew my suggestion, and she leally seemed to have 
taken the turn for the better. I continued as much as my 
practice would allow beside her that day. When I returned from 
£dinburgh from the funeral of her mother, I found she had 
suffered most intensely from vomiting and purging. A friend of 
hers, Mrs. Griffen, had been with her to cheer her over the 
funeral hour, being then able to be in the drawing-room. Dr. 
Paterson had also seen her that day at my request. She asked 
if she might have some ice-^ream, to which I acceded, and Mrs. 
Lattimer obtained it, who came everv day to take out the youngest 
child for an airing, not yet having left the town, and who seemed 
greatly affected at the death of Mrs. Taylor. On the Wednesday 
before Mrs. Pritchard's death, I ventured to spend an evening 
with Mr. John Jex Long, of Whitevale, more with the object ot 
giving mv wife confidence in her recovery. I met Dr. Paterson 
on the street (Wednesday, I think), in tne Woodlands Road; he 
strongly recommended the use of the citrate of magnesia, mercury 
or grey powder, which she had. The want of sleep at this time 
annoyed ner greatly; and, at her own su^estion, she used atro- 
pine, a preparation of belladonna, of which she had experience 
when suffering from her eyes; it gave her ten minutes^ sleep, 
during which fime she described she had seen her mother beckoning 
to her to come, saying that she smiled sweetly. From this time 
she appeared oonfident that she would die. On the Friday evening, 
at eight o'clock, I called upon, and saw, Dr. Paterson, who came 
with me and stayed some time. His opinion was that sleep must 
be obtained, and recommended two draughts, which were procured 
from the Apothecaries' Hall, Elmbank Street, which she had. She 
expressed a conviction at the time, after taking it, that it was 
not strong enough, or words to that effect. About ten o'clock 
I again saw her, when she asked for some of her mother's drops, 
which was refused her. I afterwards went downstairs and had 
supper, and returned soon after and sat by her side and she 
insisted on m^ going to bed, and she would try and sleep. To 
satisfy her, immediately when I came in I went to bed, and from 
my weariei state I soon fell asleep. I was awakened by her 
tugging at my beard, calling ** Edward, help me into bed." I 
found ner guite cold, and she complained of faintness. I rang 
the bell violently, and one of the servants came, and I ordered a 
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mustard pkater for her, and she turned round and said thst 
mustard plasters or my skill either were of no use to her now. 
She swooned away soon after, and died. 

INote.—V^ith reference to the foregoing sketch, tlie puhlioation 
of which was announced prior to the execution, the prisoner is 
said to hare denied to the Aev. Dr. Macleod, his spiritual adTiser, 
that he had written any such document. It is understood, hoir- 
eyer to have been composed from notes taken by a clerk of one 
of tne prisoner's agents during conversations held with him in 
jail before his trial. While, of course, <^ no value so far as it 
relates to the circumstances of the murdero — being in that regard 
merely an expansion of the false statements previously made io 
his declarations — it contains much interesting matter, otherwise 
corroborated ; and it is difficult to believe that the information it 
contains was not derived from its unfortunate subject. — Ed.] 
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Dr. Palmbb and Dr. Pritchard— A Comparibom. 

(From the ** Glasgow Evening Citiaen.") 

Thbsb men were both w^l-eduoated members of the medical 
profession. The p<H8ons which they made use of were the same 
m many respects, inasmuch as antimony was used by both, followed 
up by vegetable poisons of a more subtle nature — strychnine being 
employed by Palmer and aconite by Pritchard. Both of these 
poisoners sacrificed several victims. It has been pretty well 
ascertained that about fourteen persons died by the instrumentality 
of Palmer. There is room to fear that the double murder of 
which Pritchard was found guilty is not the whole catalogue of 
his fatal deeds. The murders by these two wretches were chiefly 
of near relations, and, curiously enough, both destroyed their* wives 
and their wives' mothers ; and Palmer, besides, is believed to have 
been accessory to the death of his brother, several illegitimate 
children, and at least one miserable victim of his seduction. 

The psvchological peculiarities of these miscreants also admits of 
a paraHel. Tliey had both good pergtmnel^ and many of the graces 
that mark a gentleman; generous in civil and social life, and 
amiable and even beloved in private. Palmer's face and features 
indicated no ferocity, and nothing abhorrent ever appeared until 
his direful deeds were disclosed. It is the same witn Pritchard. 
He has a delicate complexion, pleasant expression of face, and 
well-chiselled features, which, if denuded of his beard and whiskers, 
would make him almost womanish in aspect. His manners are 
gentle and polite. He seems to have been beloved at home, 
confided in by his wife, and a witness said he was the idol of hx 
mother-in-law. These soft manners and seeming virtues, of 
course, disarmed their victims of all jealous fears; so much so 
that, under cover of a good public and private reputation, Palmer 
and Pritchard for a length <rf tame practised their diabolical arts 
without being suspected. 
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In these two yillains we trace their entire subjugation to a 
grand master-pafision as the cause of their fall and utter degrada- 
tion. They were both gross sensualists. The animal haa run 
away with the better nature of the man. The will was subju- 
gated and dragged at the mercy of the dominant passion ; and so 
the imperial and all-absorbing sensuality produc^ the wildest 
anarchy, under w^hich were committed acts of atrocity we shudder 
to contemplate. 

The drama of the Pritchard case opened on the 3rd July, and 
lasted for five days, which were like the five great acts of a terrible 
tragedy. The oisclosures of the plot showed slow^, secret, skilful 
poisoning. The articles were potent, but not dealt out in 

''Such strong-sx>eeding gear, 
As will disperse themselves through ail the veins, 
And that tne trunk may be discharged of breath 
As violently as hasty powder fir'd 
With hurry from the hasty cannon's mouth.*' 

No ; they were diluted and doled out in docies so as not easily to 
be found in themselves, and so as to obscure the symptoms they 
produced. But the ingenuity of the law and the science of 
chemistry have been proved quite adequate to detect these poisons 
and prevent the escape of the hideous poisoner. Such cases are an 
Ulysses-bow to try the strength and skill of medico-legal inquirers, 
and. happily, the result has been most creditable to the medical 
proiession and most satisfactoi*y to the public. 
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Note on the Pobtraits of Db. Pbitchabd. 

With reference to the contemporary photographs of Dr. 
Pritchard, reproductions of which appear in the present volume, 
the following observations, written at the time of his execution, 
are of interest:— 

*' From the photographs of Dr. Pritchard, which have been pur- 
chased and scrutinised with eager curiosity, a fair idea is given of 
the personal appearance of the wretched convict. It gives, of 
course, no criterion of his height, which was nearly 5 feet 11 
inches. His figure, though marred by a slight stoop, was manly 
and almost athletic. His countenance was attractive, if not 
altogether pleasant. His features were regular, and his month 
and aquiline nose were almost beautiful. His forehead was de- 
cidedly defective, wanting both in breadth and height. Although 
nearly bald on the front and top of his head, he had a fine beara, 
which was shaved only about the mouth, and which was almost of 
a light sandy colour. He was not a man whom the world would 
have classed among murderers in posie, whatever physiologists may 
determine after study of the brain." 
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APPENDIX XIV. 

D&. Patebson'b LxmR to thx Nkwspafkb Pj 

(To the Editor of the '' Glasgow Herald.") 

8iK,— I should certainly have preferred that I had been spared 
the necessity of reverting to this painful and melanch<^y case; 
but from some very pointed remarks made by the Lord Jnstioe- 
Glerk in his charge to the jury, and which reflected particnlariy 
on myself, I consider I am called on, in justice to my profesnoo 
and the public in general, to make some remarks ; and 1 shall be 
obliged it you will Kindly indulge me with a space in the colam» 
of your widely circulated paper. I am sorry that my oommani- 
cation must necessarily be a long one ; but from the deep interest 
which the case has excited throughout the whole oountrr, 700 
will perhaps kindly excuse me for intruding upon yon, and bear 
with me wnile I take you back to that never-to-be-forgotten night 
of the 24th February, and introduce you to that mournful M- 
room. in which were lying on one bed two helpless, nnsuspecting 
females— a mother and a daughter— one of them just dying 
from foul play (as I snspectea), and the other — to mv pro- 
fessional eye — being under the continued influence and the de- 
pressing effects of antimony. The thoughts which in qaick 
succession thrilled through my mind at the sight before me no 
one can thoroughly conceive ; and it is little to be wondered 
at that I may nave displayed some slight bitterness of feeling 
when, in the witness-box, I had to stand face to face with the 
prisoner at the bar, and to connect him with that scene of 
horror — with those deeds of darkness and of death. 

The Lord Justice-Clerk, in commenting on the part that I had 
acted in this dreadful tragedv, said^*' I care not for professional 
etiquette, for professional rule. There is a rule of life, and a 
consideration which is higher than rule, and that is the duty which 
every citizen of this country — which every right-minded man- 
owes to his neighbour to prevent the destruction of human life, 
and in that duty I cannot say but that Dr. Paterson failed." 

His lordship may pardon me for returoine to him the compli- 
ment, when I tell him that, as a distingui^ed officer of justice 
under the British Crown, as an impartial judge upon the bench, 
he most signally failed in doing nis bounden duty to me, in 
keeping back part of my evidence on this point, and laying the 
fault, the gross carelessness, of the registrar on my shoulders, 
and nolding me out as to a great extent i^esponsible for not tryii^ 
to prevent the destruction of human life, when the blame in this 
case lay entirely upon the district registrar! Permit me to 
place before you part of my evidence on this point. When 
cross^xamined by Mr. Andrew Rutherfurd Clark, I was asked if 
I had done nothing to try and save Mrs. Pritchard's life, when I 
suspected that she was being poisoned. I said I had written to 
the registrar, directing his attention specially to the subject <^ 
Mrs. Taylor's death, and that I had three motives for domg so. 
Mr. Clark, for reasons best known to himself, said he did not 
wadt to hear my motivosi But I think it due to myself, and 
for the satisfaction of the public, that these motives should be 
made known. 
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My firet motire or object was to do what was in my power to 
Bare Mrs. Pritchard's life; second, to guard my professional repu- 
tation ; and lastly, if possible, to detect the poisoner. To accom« 
plish these ends I at once refused to ceiiiry the cause of Mrs. 
Taylor's death. I at the same time wrote the foUowine letter, 
which was recited in Court, and which, had it been acted on, as 
it ought to hay^e been^ would in all probability haye effected 
those objects I had in riew : — 

'*6 Windsor Place, 4th March, 1865. 

'' Dbab Sib, — I am surprised that I am called on to certify the 
cause of death in this case. I only saw the person for a few 
minutes a very short period before her death. She seemed to 
be under some narcotic, but Dr. Pritchard, who was present from 
the first moment of the illness until death occurred, and which 
happened in his own house, may certify the cause. The death waa 
certainly sudden, unexpected, and to me mysterious. — I am, dear 
Sir, yours faithfully, James rATEBSON, M.D. 

'' To Mr. James Struthers, registrar." 

How any registrar yentureH to destroy such a letter without 
showing it to the authorities, 1 am at a loss to undei-stand. Had 
he done so, as he was bound in duty to do, there would have 
been a vost-mortem inspection of Mrs. Taylor's body ; and, if so, as 
I stated in my cross-examination, it is more than probable that 
the drugging with antimony would have gone no further, and thus 
poor Mre. Fritchard's life would have been preserved. Now, 
this letter has been altogether ignored both by the Solicitor- 
General and the Lord Justice-Clerk. The registrar was never 
asked one question about it, further than that he had got it, 
and was sorry he had destroyed it I Was the ignoring of this 
letter not intentional on the part of the Crown authorities? To 
say the least, it does not Iook well, and it was both unfair and 
cruel on the part of the Lord Justice-Clerk to blame me in open 
Court for not having done my duty as a professional man and as 
a citizen of this country, when both he and the Solicitor-General 
and the counsel for the defence were perfectly aware, from my 
first precognitions both for and against the prisoner, that T wrote 
that letter to the registrar after the mysterious death of Mre. 
Taylor, with the express view, and for the express purpose, of 
scaring the prisoner, and thus arresting him in his diabolical and 
cursed career of slow poisoning of his unsuspecting and confiding 
wife. Now, let it be carefully observed that my letter to the 
registrar was written and sent to him exactly two weeks before 
the death of poor Mi's. Pritchard. Pray, what is the use of a 
registrar if, when he receives such a letter as this, he pays no 
attention to it, but carelessly destroys it, and thinks no more 
about the matter? How is it that medical men in Scotland are 
under a penalty if they refuse to certify the death of a patient, 
when a registrar is thus simply permitted to act with impunity? 

Suppose that I had been sucn an obvious fool as to nave acted 
in the manner suggested by the learned counsel for the prisoner, 
and also bv the Lord Justice-Clerk, I would have been a rash 
and a bold man, indeed, as sensibly observed by the Solicitor- 
General. Had I denounced Pritchard to his face, or stated my 
suspicions to Mrs. Pritchard, or gone to the criminal authorities 
and informed them of my suspicions, what, I should like to know, 
would have been mv position? Pritchard could have brought 
forward no less than three medical friends, all Edinburgh 
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gradnates. namely, Profeesor Gairdner, Drs. Cowan and Taylor- 
not one oi whom suspected that Mib. Pritchard was beins poaoned 
by antimony ! Wonld the diagnosis of a GUugow gradaate hafs 
been believed for one moment when opposed by such a galaxy d 
professional talent and experience in consultation? And tlw, 
too, at a time when there could be no post-mortem examinatioo 
nor chemical analysis to bear me out in tlie correctness of ny 
opinion. The immediate consequence would have been moit 
assuredly an action for heavy and ruinous damages! It w» 
all very fine for Mr. Clark to chaff me with being afraid cf my 
purse and afraid of mv person — (Heaven knows, my purse is U^ 
enough) — when he well knew that he was purposely and designedly 
misleading the publib and the press b;^ subtly making it appear 
that it was Mrs. Pritchard^s death certificate that I had refused to 

Sve, and at the same time totally ignoring tlie fact that it wai 
ra. Taylor's, who died three weeks before her daughter^ and also 
wilfully ignoring the fact of my letter to the registrar, in 
which letter I aid all that should have been required for the 
purpose of saving Birs. Pritchard's life had the registrar done bis 
duty. Even as it was, after Pritchard's apprehension, but before 
the analysis was known, the relatives <%aracterisea me as a 
villain, and vowed they would have me banished ; and some 
portion even of the Glasgow press held me forth as a moral 
coward, a stabber in the dark, and the whole matter was regarded 
as a cruel piece of malignant professional jealousy! 

Perhaps it would have Been oetter for me this day had I been 
an ignoramus in my profession j had thought, when I saw Mrs. 
Pritchard, that she was labounng under eastric fever, or been 
pusaled with her case, or even thought that, in fact, she was 
drunk, as one of the medical witnesses said he did. Sure, 

*' Where ignorance is bliss, 'tis folly to be wise." 

But I see it all now; and from your editorial today, coupled 
with what I actually observed in Court, it is abundantly evident 
that there was a most decided bias against everything profeaskmal 
connected with Glasgow, and an apparent feeling that it would 
never do to promulgate to the world that a Glasgow medical man 
knew his profession better than the three Edinburgh graduates: 
and as my diagnosis could not be overturned in any way, and as I 
was fully borne out both by the history of the case as given by 
the servants and confirmed by the analyds, something must be 
done to try to invalidate my evidence, by totally ignoring my 
letter to the registrar, and making it appear to the public that i 
stood so much on the dignity and etiquette of my orofeasion that 
I would do nothing to save the life of a human being whom I 
suspected of being poisoned! Now, I appeal to my professional 
brethren throughout the whole countiy if I have not acted a 
consistent and conscientious part in this unfortunate and very 
tragic affair. Let me ask— What medical man would refuse to 
sign the death certificate of any member of a medical brother's 
family whom he had seen on their deathbed, unless he suspected 
foul play or something radically wrong? And if he refused to 
certify the death, was the refusal not quite sufficient to arooss 
the registrar's suspicions, even without a letter (sach as ha 
received), that there was something materially wrong, and thna 
caused him to make inquiry, as I fully expected he would? And 
had he done so, I maintain that Mrs. Pritchard's life wonld have 
been saved, and the whole of last week's painful proceedin0i 
rendered unnecessary. 
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I am thankful to Almighty God that I was so seldom in that 
wrotched house. Had I gone back unasked, as the Lord Justice- 
Olerk and Mr. Andrew Rutherfurd Clark thought I was in duty 
bound to do, and could Mr. Clark have proved that I had done 
so. there might have been got up some sensatiojial statement^ to 
allege that I was the one who had administered the antimony, 
when I was so sure, so positive, that it would be found in Mrs. 
Pritchard's body I May I not assume that the man that could 
place in the witness-box the poor unfortunate young children of 
the prisoner at the bar, with the view, no doubt, as he thought, 
of exciting svmpathy in the minds of the jurv^ might not have 
scrupled to have availed himself of the possibility of attaching 
the guilt to any one who had such an opportunity as he might 
sav had then been presented to me; and it might have been 
alleged that the prisoner at the bar had been made the innocent 
victim of professional jealousy and spleen! 

The appearance of those poor unfortunate children, when they 
60 innocently spoke of the love, friendship, and affection that 
always existed between their papa, mama, and grandmama, up to 
the time of the melancholy aeaths of the two latter, will never 
be obliterated from the memory of those jurymen, nor any one 
who witnessed the heartrending scene ; nor will those dear children 
ever forget the agonising exposure they were thus called upon 
to make in presence of the one to whom they had hitherto looked 
up as their loving, doting, and affectionate father, but now stand- 
ing in that dreadful dock, where he was, in a few hours, to 
receive that horrid doom {hat connects him for ever with the list 
of the greatest criminals that ever disgraced the annals of any 
civilised count rv on the face of the globe. The painful exposure, 
I can assure Mr. Clark, had the very opposite effect of wnat he 
expected; and to attempt to show that the parties all lived on 
the most affectionate and endearing terms only served to increase 
and aggravate the unmitigated guilt of the wretched prisoner 
and to expose the more strongly the horrid hypocrisy and de- 
pravity of the guilty one. But leaving Mr. Clark, I may be 
allowed to revert to some important parts of my own evidence, 
and from this it will be seen that my nrst visit to Mrs. Pritchara 
was on the 2nd of March, the day of her mother's funeral, when 
Pritchard was in Edinburgh. At this visit the suspicions that I 
formed the night her mother died were still further confirmed, 
and I considered it my dutv the next day— that is the 3rd ot 
March — to consult, in confidence, with one or two of my pro- 
fessional friends, so as to have tneir assistance and advice as to 
the nature of the two mysterious cases. I went over the symptoms 
of both, even more minutely than I did in Court when giving my 
evidence, and they all came to the same conclusion that I had 
arrived at, vis., that Mrs. Taylor had been poisoned by opium, 
and that Mrs. Pritchard was being dosed with antimony. I am 
in duty bound to say, however, that one of the gentlemen said, 
from my description, he had suspicions that Mrs. Taylor had been 
drugged with something more than opium, though the symptoms 
led most conclusively to the likelihood of opium or morphine. 
Aconite was at the time suggested, but we had no suspicion of 
antimony with Mrs. Taylor. Now, the sequel has proved that 
this surmise was correct, and has been sufficiently verified, and I 
would honourably mention the names of the medical friends I 
refer to were it not that the public might fix upon them as the 
source from which proceeded the anonymous letter sent to the 
authorities, and which led to the apprehension of Pritchard. 
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We also ooDBulted as to what steps I should adopt in the tfying 
circamstanoes in which I was so unpleasantly placed^ and it wtf 
thought proper that I should refuse the deatJh certificate of Mis. 
Taylor, and send the letter which I did to the registrar, and tin 
we considered would be quite sufficient to lead to a jodicial iuTesti- 
gation of the case. i accordingly wrote my letter as above 
stated, and sent it by post to the registrar on the morning of th« 
4th or March. On the evening c^ Sabbath, the 5th, at niiw 
o'clock, as stated in my evidence, Pritchard called at my booM, 
and told me that his wife was much benefited bv the medicmei 
and treatment I had prescribed for her. I toid him jost to om- 
tinue the same treatment, and 1 had no donbt she would aooa 
be all right again. I certainly thought it strange his calling on 
me at such an unseas(mable hour on a Sabbath evening, especially 
as he had no ostensible reason for doing so; bat my impressioa 
was that he had got some information from the registrar of my 
having infused the death certificate of his mother-in-law, and 
was now scared from his purpose, and that Mrs. Pritchard would 
be safe ; that I had done my duty, as far as I oonld do with safety 
and propriety in the circumstances. 

I appeal to any unbiassed person, professional or non-professiMial, 
if I had not a right to conclude that the rejristrar had at least 
shown my letter to Pritchard, especially as there was no more- 
ment on the part of the authorities? How ooald it ever for a 
single moment enter my mind that the registrar would destroy 
my important letter, and do nothing in the matter? My con- 
science tells me that I have done m^ dnty to the very utmost 
of my power in this very sad and painful case, and if blame or 
censure is to be attached anywhere, it is to the registrar, and 
not to me. 

Allow the public importance of this matter to be my apology 
for intruding so long upon your time and space. 
I am. Sir, your obedient servant. 

Jambs Patkbsoh, M.D. 

6 Windsor Place, 11th July, 1866. 

P.iS.— In fairness and common justice to myself, I call upon 
the editors of all those newspapers and public journals who have 
reported the Pritchard case to give this full insertion so as to 
counteract the false and erroneous impressions which kave been 
propagated through their medium that I, as a medical man stuck 
so much on the etiquette of my profession that I would do nothing 
to save the life or a human being whom I sa^jpected ol being 
poisoned ; and thus, I trust, I shall yet rise, like the Phoenix out 
of my own ashes, from the great conflagration which eome of the 
public journals, I hope and trust in total ignorance have 
studiously endeavoured to heap upon me. j p 
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No. 11 Berkeley Terrace, Olasflrow, where the fire took place on 
5th May. ISaa 
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APPENDIX XV. 

An Account op ths Fibb in No. 11 Bbrkblet Tibbacb. 

(From the " Glasgow Herald " of 6th May, 1863.) 

Lamentable Occurrence — Youna Woman Bwrned to Death. — 
Yesterday morning a melancholy aocident occurred in the resi- 
dence of Dr. £. W. Pritchard, sitaated No. 11 Berkeley Terrace, 
Berkeley Street. The house, which is at the north side oi the 
street, consists of two flats and attics, the servants' sleeping 
apartment being in the top flat fronting the street. About three 
o'clock one of the constables stationed in the vicinity of the 
dwelling observed the glare of fire through the attic window, and 
immediately proceeded to the front door and rung the bell. The 
door was opened by Dr. Pritchard, who slept in a bedroom on the 
second floor, and who had been wakened a few minutes before tbe 
bell rung by his two eons, who slept in an adjoining apartment, 
calling out ** Papa, papa.^' The doctor rose, and, on openins 
the room door, he was alarmed to find smoke in the lobby; and 
on proceeding to the room in which his sons slept, he learned that 
they had been awakened bv smoke and the cracking of glass. It 
was quite apparent then tnat the house was on fire ; and, after 
leaving his ooys in the lobby leading from the street door, he 
rushec up to the attic flat, pushed open the door of the servants' 
sleeping-room, and called out " Elizabeth," but received no 
answer. The apartment was so completely filled with smoke that 
he could not enter ; and on proceeding downstairs for the purpose 
of raising an alarm, the bell rang, and he admitted the constable. 
Dr. Pritchard told him that the servant ^ept on the attic flat, 
and on proceeding thither, and reaching the door of the apart- 
ment, thev were unable to proceed farther in consequence of the 
smoke and[ flames. The alarm was immediately conveyed to the 
Anderston Police Office, and then to the central engine station by 
telegraph, and the brigade was speedily in attendance, and 
extinguisned the flames. On entering tJie sleeping apartment on 
the top flat, a sad spectacle presented itself. The poor woman, 
whose name was Elizabeth M^Girn, was found in bed dead, her 
body being a charred mass. The bed was placed at the north- 
west comer of the room, and the body lay at the front of the 
bed, the head towards the west. The body was Iving on its back, 
the left arm being close by the side, and the right arm apoeared 
to have been in a bent position ; but the fire at this part hao been 
so strong that the arm, from tlie hand to the elbow, was entirely 
consumed ; the head was a charred mass, and the flesh was burned 
off the breast, the ribs bein^ visible. The limbs of the deceased 
were comparatively uninjured, in consequence of being protected 
by stockings and blankets, but the toes, which had not been 
protected by the blankets, were charred. The fire had evidently 
broken out at the head of the bed, because at this part of the 
apartment the floor was burned through, and the joists forming 
the roof of the drawing-room were considerably charred. The 
roof of the house, with tne exception of a portion at the back, was 
entirely destroyed. Dr. Pritchard, on returning home about 
eleven o'clock on Monday evening, observed that the servants' 
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apartment was lighted. He entered the house, an<L oontiary to 
his Qsoal custom, he did not call her to ascertain whether or not 
he had been wanted. After visiting the apartment in which hia 
boys slept for the purpose of ascertaining if they were comfortable 
in bed, tie retired to rest about twelve o'clock. It is said tbet 
the poor girl, who has met such an untimely death, was in the 
habit of reading in bed ; and the supposition is that, after she had 
faUen asleep, the gas jet, which was close to the head of the bed, 
had ignitea the bed-hangings, and that the deceased had been 
suffocated by smoke. l^is is the more apparent from the poai- 
tion in whicn the body lav, because if the deceased had not be«n 
suffocated while asleep, she would have made some attempt to 
escape, and been found in a different position. The nei^hboar 
servant of deceased happened to be out of town with her mistress, 
and possibly, in her absence, the girl M'Oirn had read longer than 
usual, and fallen asleep without extinguishing the gas. The 
damage to the dwelling is, we understand, covered by insurance. 
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ExBcuTioN OF Dr. Pbitchard. 

(From the "Edinburgh Evening Courant," Saturday, 29th July, 

1866.) 

Thb South Jail, at which the execution took place, is situated 
on the north bank of the Clyde and close to Hutcheson Bridge. 
In front of the building is the Green, and at the north end is 
Jail Squaro, into which the Saltmarket, the Bridgegate, and a 
number of lanes inhabited by the very lowest classes of the 
population converge. The portion of the Green immediately 
opposite the Jail was. during the Fair and up till Thursday, 
covered with stands, snows, shooting booths, &c. ; but by order 
of the magistrates they were all cleared away on Thursday night, 
with the exception of the circus and the old clothes market, 
which are more or less permanent. The effect of this clearance 
was that a much larger space was obtained by the spectators, 
who were much less crowded than they would otherwise have been. 
No fewer than four rows of strong barriers were erected in front 
of the Jail, which were placed so as to break the pressure. The 
innermost barricade was at a considerable distance from the 
scaffold, and all round the Jail a large extent of ground was left, 
clear. The public were entirely excluded from Hutcheson Bridge, 
which leads directly to the front of the prison, and from which a 
good view of the spectacle mi^ht have been obtained. It appeals, 
however, that the bridge is in an unsafe condition, and it was 
considered prudent not io permit any one to go upon it. 

It may be mentioned that the following executions at least have 
taken place on the same spot as the present one :— The execution 
of Riley in May 1864, for the murder of a woman on the Holv- 
town and Newarthill road, Lanarkshire ; that of William Stewart, 
or Collier Stewart, about nine years ago, for the murder of an 
old man, a pnvate watchman, at a pithead near Maryhill, in the 
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yicxnity of GLaflgow ; that of Hans Smith or Macfarlane and Mary 
Blackwood, in 1853, for killing a man by throwing him over a 
window in the New Vennel of Glasgow ; that of Archibald Hare, 
in 1849, for stabbing a man at Blantyre; and that of Mrs. 
Hamilton, about 1850, for poisoning a near relative. 

The cell occupied by Dr. rritchard was that in which Rilev was 
confined. It is situated in the centre of the prison, and oelow 
the level of the street. It is reached from the bcwjk entrance of 
the building by a long, winding passage, and is about 12 feet 
long, 9 broad, and 9 in height, tne walls, floor, and roof being of 
stone. Three-fourths of the interior are separated from the 
other by a strong iron railing, which runs from floor to roof across 
the ceiling ; and it was in the larger and further division that the 
convict was confined. 

The erection of the barricades on Thursday attracted much 
attention, and large numbers of people lounged in tlie neighbour- 
hood of the prison all day. From about eight o'clock in the 
evening till midnight the crowd increased very much ; and up 
till eleven the assemblage embraced a considerable sprinkling of 
respectable-looking people, but after that hour the crowd thinned 
considerably, and tne dregs remained. Hundreds of the very 
lowest classes — drunkards, thieves, and vagabonds — took up their 
quarters for the night around the barricades. Altogether there 
was presented a collection of the most disreputable characters that 
could be seen anywhere, the greater number of whom spent the 
time in di5?turbing the neighbourhood with their yelling. The 
spectators during the night and early part of the morning con- 
sisted of about equal numbers of men and women. There were 
also, however, a cood many boys and girls, and even children with 
their parents. Some of the more peaceably disposed lay down 
on the Green and slept till morning. Groups were formed, in 
which there were speculations es to how the orisoner would behave 
on the scaffold, and others joined in ribald jokes and unseemly 
jests. During the night there was a considerable body of police 
in attendance, which was largely augmented in the morning as 
the spectators increased in number. About one o'clock the sky 
became overcast, and a slioiht shower fell, which gave rise to 
apprehensions that the morning might be wet, but fortunately the 
rain wore off. 

About two o'clock the scaffold was bronght from a shed in 
Clyde Street, a short distance from the jail, and its appearance 
catised great sensation. The erection of the scaffold, which has 
been in use during the last fifty years, was watched with much 
interest. On the rope being fastened to the beam, a thrill of 
honor ran through the crowd. The fitting up of the scaffold 
was conclnded about half-past three. The scaffold is a large, 
black-painted box, the interior of which is about 12 feet square, 
the sides rising 3 feet above the platform. The height of the 
beam is about 8 or 9 feet, and the rope was' placed so as to let the 
culprit fall between 3 and 4 feet. The frame of the scaffold is 
on wheels, and is put together for the most part wfFh bolts. The 
platform is reachwl by a broad flierht of steps. TTnderneath the 
scaffold, as usual, a boffin was placed. It was a plain, black 
shell, and certainly appeared scarcely long enough for the body it 
was to contain. 

Dr. Pritchard sat up till a late hour on Thursday^ night, and 
occupied the most of his time in reading and writing. The 
subject to which his mind was directed appeared to be the same 
as during the day, and was evidently of a religions character, as 
he frequently turned up passages of Scripture as he was writing. 
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After he went to bed iie tiept aoandlj ttH Imlf-past fire e'dock, 
when he wee aw<^ by the attendants. AHhoaA np till iMt 
ni^ he oontinued oalm and oompoe o d, faie pale appeuute 
indioated that the oonfinement and the mental anzie^ van 
telling open him. 

A gentleman connected with the North Prison Tisited tk 
prisoner on Thnraday in his cell in order to bid him farewell. After 
some conrerBation tne gentleman bade Dr. Pritchard adien, vbei 
the latter, shaking his friend warmly by the hand, said, " Faievefl; 
I am prepared to die to-morrow nK>ming. I trust in the Lord 
Jesns '^ ; and, layins his hand npon one of his attendants, said to 
him fervently, *' Beueve in the Lord Jesns Christ." On llmndty 
the prisoner wrote a long letter to " his dear Fan " — his eldest 
daughter. When he spoke about his children his eyes filled witli 
tears, and he seemed oTerwhelmed with grief. 

The Rer. Mr. Doran, the prison chaplain, remained with Dr. 
Pritchard till abont eleven o'clock, and the wretched man sesmed 
to join fervently in the devotional exercises. To Mr. Doiaa he 
seemed to have become very mnch attached. 1^*t gratiemaa 
was mcst attentive and assidnoas in his ministnaBoDs to tlw 
unhappy convict. His services were evidently mnch apmeciated, 
and resulted, humanly speaking, in mnch comfort and benefit to 
the recipient. Before leaving the North Prison, Dr. Pritelisrd 
made an earnest request that Mr. Donan might Tisit him in tbe 
South Prison as much as possible during the few snort hours be 
had to live ; and as a memento of the many solemn interviews thej 
had together. Dr. Pritchard left for his spiritual adviser a series 
of Scripture texts or Quotations, very neatly written on dips of 
paper, from which he had derived, in the conne of his incaroem- 
tion, especial comfort. 

In the course of the morning, before the execution, the burviofs- 
ground for condemned criminals was visited with interest by those 
who hftd been admitted to the Jail. T^e burial-place is in the 
courtyard, which is overlooked by a large number of cells. The 
resting-place of Riley is marked with the date '* 1864." and other 
graves are indicated by single figures and the " broad arrow." 

The crowd did not gather so speedily on this occasion as at the 
execution of Riley. Up till about five o'clock the numbers were 
com])anativelv limited ; but after that hour the assemblage gradu- 
ally increased in sise until Jail Square and a considerable portioii 
of the Oreen were covered with spectators. 

Shortly after five o'clock a number of persons came upon the 
ground with large boards, on which Scripture texts wer« inscribed, 
and about the same time the crowd wan addressed at different 
points by the Rev. Mr. Howie and the Rev. Mr. Wells, of Olss- 
cow; Mr. Kirkham, seeretarv of the London Open Air MMon; 
Mr. Dickson, from Dublin; Mr. Harrison Ord, revival preadier; 
and Mr. Duncan Mathieeon. TTie services, for which permission 
had been granted by the magistrates, wens continued till about 
seven o'clock. 

When the prisoner was awoke by his attendants abont half-past 
five o^clock he was quite tranquil, and seemed to hsve got refrash- 
ing sleep. He. however, partook of verv little food before execu- 
tion. Mr. Stirling, governor of the prison, entered €he cell soon 
after the nrisoner rose, and in reply to a question nnf bv him how 
he was, the wretched man aaid he was " fine." In iht^ words of 
another official he was "brisker than on any morning sinoe 
his confession." In the course of the monnng he made 
reference to \\ia Mp^Tcaf^\Tist. «T»«wtion to some of those 
who were w\t\i Vim \ti ^\v^ t^\, kiA ^wm^ ^On^ Vi^ Wit 
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fallowed the justice of his sentence, and that he was pre- 
pared to go to the scaffold. Shortly after six o'clock the Old 
tkiurt-room was opened for the prooeedin^B that uniformly take 
place immediately before executions in Olasgow. It is the custom 
to bring the prisoner from the condefmned cell to tHe Court-room, 
and the question is put by the presiding magistrate to the culprit 
whether he has anyuiin^ to say why tne sentence of death upon 
him should not be earned into effect. The lower part of the 
Oourt-room wafi soon filled by officials, representatives of the press, 
and others who had been admitted by ticket. Among those 
present were Councillor Brysoin, Edinburgh, who came along with 
seyeral other gentlemen for the purpose of taking a cast of 
Pritchard's head for the Phrenological oociety of Edinburgh ; Mr. 
James Nicol Fleming of Kilkerran ; Mr. C. D. Cooper. Mr. Thomas 
Thomson, Councillor Corbett, Councillor James Thomson, Dr. 
Leishman, surgeon of the prison, &c. On -^e table was placed a 
bottle of wine m case the prisoner might be disposed to take some 
refreshment before being led forth for execution. About half-past 
seven o'clock Calcraft appeared on the scaffold and looked about 
him for a minute. He was soon recognised by the assemblage, 
who greeted him with cheers and hisses; but there is no doubt 
that the cheere were more general than the hisses. After 
satisfying himself that the apparatus was in proper condition, he 
withdrew. 

The Rev. Dr. Madeod and the Rev. Mr. Oldham, at the request 
of the convict the previous evening, visited him in nis cell between 
six and seven o'clock. The Rev. Mr. Doran, who had been with 
him the previous evening at a late hour, also visited the prisoner 
a little later. 

Precisely at eight o'clock the magistrates took their seats on 
the bench. In the absence of the Lord Provost, Bailie Brown 
presided, and along with him were Bailies Gilkison, Raebum, 
Wilson, Merilees, Wm. Taylor, Salmon, Mr. Turner, town-clerk ; 
and Mr. Watson, city chamberlain. Immediately on the ma^s- 
trates taking their seats, the town-clerk handed to the presiding 
magistrate a receipt to be given to the governor of the Jail 
for the person of the prisoner. For a few minutes there was the 
utmost stillness, and an awe-inspiring feeling pervaded ever^ one. 

At five minutes past eight, after the prisoner was pinioned, 
prayer was offered up by Mr. Oldham, the Episcopal clergyman, 
while the melancholy procession was moving from the condemned 
cell. The service, which was distinctly heard by the people 
above, was concluded on arriving at the root of the stair leading 
to the Court. There was then a minute of breathless suspense ; 
spectators could not be constrained to keep their places by the 
cry of '' Seats 1 Seats I " ; and every person m the Court was soon 
standing up in order to get a look at the oriminal. 

Mr. Stirling, governor of the prison, was the first to step on the 
floor of the Court. He was followed by the Rev. Mr. Oldham, 
the Rev. Mr. Doran, the Rev. Dr. Madeod, and the jailer. The 
prisoner came immediately after the jailer, accompanied by two 
or three policemen, and followed by Caicraft. llie wretched man 
was attired in the black suit of mournings in which he was appre- 
hended, and in which he appeared at the trial. His arms were 
firmly strapped, but he walked along with freedom. He was 
exceedingly pale, and quite changed in appearance from what he 
was at the trial. In coming up the stair, he looked upwards and 
moved his lips as if in silent prayer. 

On reaching the top of the stair, he advanced to the table in 
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f nmt of the bench ; and he tamed loand and sp<Ae to Uie ^ofcr- 
nor as if doubtful what he sboald do. The goTemor toid mm \q 
stand at tJie table, when Bailie Brown then aaked the priBooer, 
in an almost inaudible tone, if he had anything to say. Dut 
oonyict then bowed to the magistiates and said in a low tone, **I 
acknowledge the justice ot the sentence." He again bowed to 
the bench, and a short oonyeraation took place as to the proper 
way to the scaffold. 

The procession was then re-formed, the town officeiB ^ing lint, 
and Pntchard following, with Oalcraft immediately behind. T^ 
prisoner, before leaying the Court, looked arotind him, and then, 
with his face upwards and muttering a prayer, he passed thjongk 
the lobbsy into the principal entrance and thence to the scaffold. 

As soon OS he left the table in the Court there was a geneol 
rush to the door on the part of the spectators, when the ca^ptaa 
of the police called out tnat the order of the procession was thst 
the magistrates should come first, the reporteiB next, and tbe 
others m Court afterwards. However, after the prisoner lad 
got beyond the door of the Court the crowd poshed forward, and 
the passages were blocked up. 

Before the last person who left the Court could reach the boat 
of the Jail Dr. Pritchard was standing; on the scaffold with tlw 
white cap on his head, and Calciaft adjusting the rope round hk 
neck. He walked hrmly up the steps to the scaffold, and stood 
quite erect while he was being handled by the executioner. 

He slightly stumbled on coming to the drop, which he strook 
against with his foot unwittingly, but he promptly recoyered him- 
self, and stood hrm, without moyin^ a muscle. When be 
appeared on the scaffold great commotion preyailed amongst the 
crowd. Exclamations were heard to proceed from eyery quarter, 
among which were such expressions as ''How well he looks! 
'' He's yery palel '» *' That's himi » and *' Hats off I " Ac. Mr. 
Oldham read a short written praver, while Calcraft adjusted the 
cap, put aside the long hair ana beard to allow Uie rope to be 
rightly placed, and tied the legs. Calcraft, after putting the 
rope round the prisoner's neck, and drawing the cap over his face, 
steadied the wretched man by placing hie nands on his back and 
breast. On a signal being giyen by the culprit, the bolt was 
drawn, and at ten minutes past eight o'clock he was launched into 
eternity. 

As soon OS he was seen dangling from the rope a loud diriek 
arose from the crowd, and many turned their heads away from 
the horrid spectacle. The clergymen accompanied Pritchard to 
i>he scaffold, but retired afterwaras, and no person was with him 
when he was hanged by Calcraft. Shortly after the drop had 
fallen, a large number of spectators quitted the yicinity of the 
scaffold, many of them being obseryed to shed tears. 

There was no screen put round the scaffold, as at some recent 
executions, but the body was exposed fully to public yiew. The 
oonyict appeared to suffer a good deaf, as he sErugged his 
shoulders more than half a dozen times, his head shook, the whole 
body trembled and swung round and round ; and it was only after 
Calcraft went bolow and pulled the lem that it was brought 
to stillness. The hands were extended as far as they could 
recu>h for the pinioning: and the fingers of the right hand prassed 
off the ^loye, which fell to the floor. After the lapse <^ two or 
three minutes all was quiet, and justice was ayenged. 

It may be mentioned that before the procession left the con- 
demned cell, an officer ran hastily downstairs with two letteis, 
which were said to be for t^e prisoner. 
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The bodv hang till a quarter from nine, when it was lowered so 
suddenly that the bottom was knocked out of the coffin, which was 
only a plain, pauper shell. It was soon repaired, and Dr. Leish- 
man. in presence of two of the magistrates, having certified the 
death, the body was taken to the vault below the Oourt-house, 
where the beard and hair were eJiayed off preyious to a oast being 
taken. The bodv was interred at one o'clock beside that of Riley. 

The conduct of the crowd was very decorous latterly. There 
was no manifestation of feeling; against the prisoner when he 
appeared on the scaffold, but rather approaching silence. After 
the first murmur of curiosity had pasBed, Galcraft, who had a 
faded rose in his buttonhole, met with a hooting on ascending the 
scaffold to lower the body. 
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Prkvious Exsoutions in Glasgow. 

List of all the Criminals who have been Executed in Glasgow 
for the last 61 years, with their Names and Grimes, and the 
place and time of their suffering, being a very curious and 
interesting paper. — November, 1826. 

Executed at the Howgatehead^ where the Monkland Canal Basin ie. 

Date of 
ESzeoation. 

Hugh Bilsland— robbery 1765, July 10 

Agnes Dougall — ^murder 1767, Nov. 4 

Andrew Marshall—murder 1769, Oct. 25 

He was hung in chains. 
Wm. Mitchell and Christopher Jordan — robbery ... 1773, Nov. 17 
George MTaggart — houseDreaking and theft ... 1775, June 21 
Robert Hislop— housebreaking and theft 1781, June 6 

Executed in the Castle Yard^ where the Injvrmary now stands. 

James Jacks — robbery 1784, Jnly 7 

James and William Brodie and Jean Lindsay — house- 
breaking 1784, Nov. 3 

Neil M*Lean— forgery 1785, June 1 

David Steven— murder 1785, June 8 

Thomas Vernon— robbery 1786, Nov. 9 

James Spence — housebreaking and theft 1786, Jnne 7 

Elizabeth Paul— housebreaking and theft 1786, Oct 25 

John M'Aulay, Thomas Yeitch, and Thomas Gentles 

—robbery 1787, May 23 

Executed at the Cross, 

Walter M'Intosh— robbery 1788, Oct 28 

William Scott— housebreaking and theft 1788, Dec. 3 

This criminal was tried and condemned by the 
Sheriff. 
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Dr. PritcharcL 



Dfeleof 



John Brown— forffery 

James Day — mnraer 

Jamea Plunkett — robbery 

James Dick — murder 

Mortimer Collins — murder 

Agnes White — murder l 

James M'Kenzie— robbery r 

James M'Kean — murder 

John McMillan — murder 

Peter Grjy — hamesucken 

William Cunningham — theft 

David Scott and Hugh Adamson^orgery 

Adam Cox — murder 

James Gilchrist — murder 

John Gordon M'Intosh and (George Stewart — Chouse- 
breaking 

James Ferauson — robbery 

William Muir and William Mudie — ^robbery 

Executed tnjront of the New Prison. 

William Higgins and Thomas Harold— -robbery 
John Sherry — robbery 



1790, June » 
1790, Oct » 
1792, Jan. H 
1792, Maj 16 

1792. Not. 7 

1793, Maj a 

1797, Jan. ft 
1796^ May U 
1800, May » 
1803, Jane 8 
1805, June 5 

1807, June 10 

1808, July 90 

180$^ Not. 8 
1813, May 96 
1813. Nov. 17 



William M*Koy— forgery 

Freebaim Whitehill — robbery ^ 

Wm. M'Kechnie and James MOormick — ^house-V 

breaking and theft, J 

William Baird and Walter Blair — robbery 

Matthew Clydesdale — ^murder "^ 

Simon Boss — housebreaking / 

Alexander Robertson — housebreaking and theft 
Robert M^Kinlay, Hunter Guthrie, «lohn Forbes, and 

William Buchanan — housebresiking and theft ... 

John Buchanan — murder 

Richard Smith — housebreaking 

James Wilson — treason (hanged and beheaded) 
Daniel Grant, Peter Crosbie, John Conner, and Thoa. 

M'Colgan — housebreaking and robbery 

William Leonard Swan — forgery 

Malcolm M^Intyre, Wm. Paterson, and James Dyer 

— housebreaking 

Wm. Campbell — housebreaking and theft 

Thomas Donnachy — housebreaking and theft 

John M'Donald and James Wilson — housebreaking 

and theft ... ... 

Francis Cain — robbery "I 

Georcre Laidlaw— theft / 

David Wy lie— housebreaking and theft 

Wm. M'Teague — uttering forged notes 

John M'Cree vie — housebreaking and theft 

Wm. Divan — ^murder ... ... 

James Stevenson — highway robbery 

James DoIIan — street robbery 

Andrew Stewart and Edwara Kelly— sti^et robbery 
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1814, Oct 10 

1815, Nov. 1 
1817, May 98 

1817, Oct 99 

1818, Jons 8 

1818, Nov. 4 

1819, April 7 

1819, Nov. 3 

1819, Nov. 17 

1820, May 31 
1820^ Aug. 30 

1820, Nov. 8 

1821, Jane 5 

1821, Oet 94 

1822, May 99 

1822, June 5 

1823, June 4 
1823, Oct 29 

1823, Nov. 19 

1824, May 10 
1824, June 9 
1824, July 91 
1826, June 1 
1826, June 7 
1826, Nov. 1 



Appendix XVII. 



The broadsheet, which is dated 1826, concludes here ; but from 
the records kept in the City Chamberlain's office we have been 
enabled to complete the list as follows : — 

Date of 

Exeoution, 

1827, Dec. 12 

1830, May 12 

1830, Sept. 29 

1831, Jan. 27 
1831, May 16 
1831, Oct 6 

1831, Oct. 20 

1832, Jan. 18 

1832, Nov. 7 

1833, Feb. 1 

1833, May 14 

1834, Jan. 20 
1836, Sept. 29 
1838, May 21 
1840, May 27 



James Glen — child murder 

William Porter and John Hill — assault and robbery 

Wm. MTheat — wife murder 

Dd. Little— stouthreif 

Jas. Campbell — theft by housebreaking 

Jas. Byers and wife — murder 

Wm. Heath — robberv of Watson's bank 

Wm. Lindsay — murder 

G^rge Dofiy — murder , 

Henry Burnet — ^murder 

John Barclay and Philip Caimey — ^murder ... 

Hugh Kennedy — murder 

George Campl)ell — ^murder 

Mrs. Jaffray — murder, by poison, of two persons 
Thomas Templeton — murder of his wife 
Dennis Doolan and Patrick Bedding — murder 
(executed at Crossbill, Bishopbriggs) 

Chas. Mackay — wife murder 

Mrs. Hamilton — poisoning her sister at Strathaven 

Arch. Hare — murder 

Hans Macfarlane and Helen Blackwood — robbery 

and murder ... 

Alex. Stewart — murder of Welsh at Maryhill 

John Riley — murder 

Dr. Pritcliard — murder of his wife and mother-in-law 



1841, May 14 
1843, May 18 

1850, Jan. 31 

1851, Oct. 24 

1853, Aug. 11 
1855, May 23 
1863, May 15 
1865, July 28 
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